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Court of Appeals of the District of C^Iunihia 


No. 4811. I 

j 

j 

Vasilios I. CuEBiTUEs, Appellant, ! 

I 

vs. 

j 

Madeleine ]\[acXamee Price. I 

I 

I 

i 

] 

_ i 

i 

I 

t 

a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

j 

At Law. ! 

i 

No. 71145. I 

I 

i 

I 

1 

Madeleine MacNamee Price, Plaintilf,' 

I 

i 

vs. I 

I 

I 

I 

Vasilios I. Chebithes, Defendant. ! 

j 

United States States of America, j 

District of Columbia, ss: \ 

i 

Be it remembered tliat in the Supreme Court of the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, at the City of Washington, in!said Dis¬ 
trict, as the times hereinafter mentioned, the jfollowing 
papers were filed and proceedings had, in the aboye-entitlcd 
cause, to wit: ' 


1—4811a 


I 

I 

I 
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V. I. CHEBITHES VS. MADELEINE M. PRICE. 


1 Declaration. 

Filed Febrnarv 1926. 

• 7 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

At. Law. 

Xo. 71145. 

M.\deleine MacXamee Prick, Plaintiff, 

vs. 

Vasilios 1. Ciiebithes, Defendant. 

Fii’st Count. 

The plaintilY, ?^Iadeleine MacXamee Price, su(‘s the de¬ 
fendant, Vasilios 1. (Iiebithes, for tliat heretofore, to-wit, 

on the nrd dav of October, A. D., 1925, in the citv of Chi- 

• • 

caiifo, in the Stat(‘ of Illinois, with force and arms tlu‘ said 
defendant did make an assault upon the said ])laintifr and 
ill-treated her and humiliated the ])laintiiT and other wronics 
to the said plaintiff did. 

Wherefore, the ])laintiff brintis this suit and claims the 
sum of Twenty-five Thousand dollars ($25,000.00) damages, 
besides costs. 

Second Count. 


The plaintiff, Madeleine MacXamee Price, further sues 
the defendant, Vasilios I. diebilhes, for that the said de¬ 
fendant, heretofore, to-wit, on the Mrd day of October, A. D., 
1925, in the city of Chica.ixo, State of Illinois, with force and 
arms, maliciously ami wantonly did make an assault u])on 
the plaintiff, and did marK*iously and wantonly kiss the 
plaintiff, and did maliciously and wantonly attempt to rav¬ 
ish the plaintiff and subject( hI her to .u-reat humiliation and 
indiii’nity and other wronii’s to th(‘ ])laintiff did. 

2 Wherefore, the ]>laintirr fnrtluu* sues the defmidant 

and claims the sum of Twenty-live 'fhousand dollars 
($25,000.00) damages, besides costs. 
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Third Count. 


The plaintiff, jMadeleine MacNamee Price, farther sues 
the defendant, Vasilios I. Chcbithcs, for that the said de¬ 
fendant, heretofore, to-wit, on the 3rd day of October, A. 
D., 1925, in the city of Chicago, State of IliinoisJ with force 
and arms, maliciously and wantonly did make j an assault 
upon the plaintiff, and did maliciously and wantonly kiss 
the plaintiff, and did maliciously and wantonly |attempt to 
rav'ish the plaintiff and subjected her to great humiliation 
and indignity and otlier wrongs to the plaintiff did. 
Whereby and by reason whereof, the plaintiff 'received a 
severe shock to her nervous system and was rendered per¬ 
manently nervous and suffered great mental pajiii and an¬ 
guish and the plaintiff avers that all of the acts bf the said 
defendant were wanton, malicious and premeditated and 
that she, the plaintiff, is entitled to both compenj^atory and 
punitive damages and claims of the defendant ab damages 
the further sum of Twenty-five Thousand dollars ($25,- 

000.00). I 

Wherefore, plaintiff brings this suit and claiihs the fur¬ 
ther sum of Twenty-live Thousand dollars ($25,000.00) dam¬ 
ages, besides costs. 

WILTON J. LAMBEiri:, 

R. H. YEATMAN, 

ALFRED M, SCHWARTZ, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, 

I 

I 

3 Motion for a Bill of Particulars. ! 

I 

! 

Filed February 20, 1920. i 








I 

Comes now the defendant by his Attorney,! Soterios 
Nicholson, and moves this Honorable Court for la Bill of 
Particulars to be furnished to defendant by th4 i)laintiff 
herein, for the Declaration filed herein by plaintiff failed 
to state the time and place the alleged kiss and assault took 
place in the City of Chicago, State of Illinois. | 

SOTERIOS NICHOLSON, 

Attorney for Deftindant. 


I 
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V. I. CHEBITHES VS. MADELEINE M. PRICE. 

Messrs. AViltoii J. Lambert, 

K. II. Yeatmaii Alfr(‘cl M. Schwartz, 

Attorneys for PlaintiIT, 

^Muiisev Buildimj:, 

Wasliington, D. C. 

Gentlemen : 

Please take notice that the above Motion will be called to 

the attention ot'ithe Court on Fridav the *2()th dav of Feb- 

» • 

ruary, 1926, at 10:00 o'clock, A. .M., or as soon thereafter 
as counsel can be heard. 

SOTFinOS XICIIOLSOX, 

Attunivy for DofvioJant. 

Copy served on plaintiff's Attorneys the 10th day of 
February, 1926. 

I SOTFLMOS XICIIOLSOX, 

Attornoi) for Dcfcudaiif. 

4 Bill of BarfIcular.s. 

Filed March 12, 1926. 

Xow conies the })laintiff, .Madeleine MaeXamee Price, 
and for a bill of particulars to the declaration and each 
count thereof, says that assault coinplaiiietl of by the ])lain- 
titf in the said declaration occurred at the Drake Hotel, 
Chicago, Illinois, in the afternoon of the third day of Octo¬ 
ber, 1925. 

I ALFKFD M. SC'IIWAKTZ, 

Attoiiivi) for Plaint iff. 

Memo randnni. 

March 20, 1926.—Pleas of Defendant tiled. 

Xote of Issue. 

Filed March :n, 192(1. 

1. Wilton J. Lambert, K. II. Veatman and A. M. Schwartz 
are the attorneys for the plaintilf; 
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1 

2. Soteriiis Xicliolsoii is the attorney for the ^lefendant. 

3. Tlie caption of this cause is as above set ^orth. 

j 

Memorandum. | 

February 27, 1928.—Verdict for plaintiff for $12,500.00. 

I 

5 Motion for a New Trial. | 

i 

Filed March 1,1928. | 






Now comes the defendant herein by his attornleys, Sote- 
rios Xicliolsoii and Kobert II. McXeill, and rpoves this 
Court to set aside the vei*dicl herein and grant ai new trial 
for this cause on the following grounds: | 

1. That the verdict of the Jury herein is contrijiry to the 

evidence. i 

2. That the verdict of the Jury is contrary to t)ie weight 

of the evidence. ■ 

3. And for other grounds to be disclosed and presented 

at the hearing. i 

Fes])ectfullv submitt(*d, I 

SOTERIOS XICHOLSOX, 

R. II. .MeXEILL, I 

Attorneys for Defendant. 

I 

Messrs. Lambert, Yeatman & Schwartz, j 

Attornevs for Plaintiff, j 

.Mun sey Building, ! 

'Washington, D. C. ! 

! 

Gentlemen : i 

i 

Please take notice that th(‘ foregoing motion wil|l be pre¬ 
sented for consideration before Mr. Justice Stafford, at 
10:00 o’clock A. !M., on Friday, IMarch 9, 1928, or as soon 
thereafter as counsel mav be heard. 

SOTERIOS XICHOLSOX, 

R. H. iMcXEILL, | 

Attorneys for Plaintiff. 


I 
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Service of a copy acknowledged this 29th day of Feb¬ 
ruary, 1928. 

ALFRED M. SCHWARTZ, 

Of Attoruej/s for Plaintiff, 

6 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Friday, April 20th, 1928. 

Session resumed pursuant to adjournment, Hon. Wendell 
P. Stafford, Justice i)residing. 

Come now the ])arties thereto by their respective attor¬ 
neys of record and lhereiii)on the motion for judgment non 
ol)stante veredicto and the motion for a new trial tiled 
lierein are argued and submitted to tlie court and being 
consideretl are hereby severally overruled and judgment on 
verdict is ordered. 

Wherefore, it is considered that plaintiff recover of de¬ 
fendant herein the sum of Two Thousand Five Hundred 
Dollars ($2,500.00), with interest from this date, together 
with costs of suiit to be taxed by the clerk and have execu¬ 
tion thereof. 

From the foregoing judgment the defendant by his said 
attorneys, in open court, notes an appeal to the Court of 
Appeals; whereupon, the maximum of an undertaking for 
costs is hereby tixed in the sum of One Hundred Dollars, 
with leave to deposit the sum of Fifty Dollars with the 
clerk in lieu thereof. 


Memorandum. 

May 4,1928.—Bond for costs on appeal filed. 

Order Extending Time. 

Filed May 14,1928. 

^ ^ « 

Upon ap})lication of counsel for the defendant, and good 
cause having been shown, and the counsel for the plaintiff 
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having; consented to the .uranting of this order,; as is evi¬ 
denced by his signature hereto, it is by the Cour^ this 14th 
day of May, A. D. 1928, | 

7 Ordered that the time for filing the Billi of Excep¬ 

tions herein togetlier with the Assignment! of Errors 
and Designation of Kecord lie, and the same heiieby is, ex¬ 
tended 15 days from the 14th day of May, A. i928, by 
the Court. I 

WENDELL P. STAFFORD, 

Justice, 

I consent: ' 

ALFRED M. SCHWARTZ, | 

Attorney for Plaintiff, | 

i 

I 

Memorandum, i 

i 

'\Iay 31, 1928.—Bill of Exceptions (proposed) jfiled. 

1 

Assignment of Errors, \ 


Filed May 31, 1928. | 

# * * * * « I • 

j 

The defendant for an Assignment of Errors }ierein re¬ 
spectfully shows: ! 

I. That the Court erred in sustaining the objection of 
counsel for the plaintiff to the following question pro¬ 
pounded to plaintiff, a witness in her own behalf; 

Now what T wanted to ask you about was, if you 
were exhausted and helpless, how did you manage, with 
Mr. Chebithes on your body, to jump across the bed?” 

II. The Court erred in allowing counsel for the plaintiff, 
over the objection of counsel for the defendant to ask of 

the witness, Eva Chebithes, questions concerning the 
8 witness’ recpiesting merchandise for her I personal 

use to be charged to the Ahepa account, sjaid ques¬ 
tions being clearly prejudicial to the defendant, i 

III. The Court erred in permitting couiisel for the plain¬ 

tiff over the objection of counsel for the defendant, to show 
that the witness Coroneos had been indicted in tljie Courts 
of Pennsylvania on a charge of forgery, said questions and 
answers thereto adduced for the purpose of prejudicing the 
said witness and the defendant. i 
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IV. The Court erred in ])erniitlin^ the witness Thomas 
Price, over the objection of tlie defendant, to testify that 
one DeVos stated tliat he had writen a letter to tlie counsel- 
men of the Ahepa asking them for a loan and he did not 
sign any depositions until he had heard from the officers, 
as well as in permitting the said witness Price, over the 
objection of counsel for the defendant, to testify further* 
concerning the alleged conversation between the witness 
Price and the said De^Ios. 

V. The Court erred in overruling the ]\Iotion for a new 
trial herein tiled. 

R. II. McXEIL, 

SOTEKIOS XICIIOLSON, 

JOHX W. .MAHER, 

Attorncijs for Defendant. 



Messrs. Lambert, Yeatman and Schwartz, 

Attornevs for Plaintiff: 

* 


Take notice that we have this dav tiled in this cause As- 

* 

signment of Errors, copv of which is as above. 

R. H. MeXEILL, 


SOTERIOS XICHOLSOX, 
JOHX W. MAHER, 

Attorneys for Defendant. 
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Designation of Record. 


Filed May 31, 19*28. 


The Clerk of the Court will include the following in the 
Designation of Record herein. 

I. The Declaration of the plaintiff herein tiled. 

II. ^lotion of defendant for Bill of Particulars. 

III. Bill of Particulars. 

IV. Pleas of the defendant to the Declaration. 

V. Xotice of Issue. 

VI. Verdict of jury. 

VII. Motion for new trial. 

VIII. Court’s action in overruling Motion for new trial. 

IX. Xotation of Appeal. 

X. Order for costs bonds on appeal. 
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XI. Memorandum showing com])liance by defendant with 
Order for cost bond on Appeal. I 

10 XII. Order extending time williiii which to file Bill 
of Exceptions, Assignment of Error and If)esignatioii 

of Record. ■ 

XIII. Assignment of Error. I 

XIV. Bill of Exceptions. 

XV. This Designation of Record. j 

R. H. :\IcNEILL, i 
SOTERIOS NICHOLSON, 

JOHN W. MAHER, i 

Attorneys for Defendant. 

I 

j 

To Messrs. Lambert, Yeatman & Schwartz, Attpriieys for 

Plaintiff. i 

! 

Gentlemen : ! 

! 

Take notice that we have this day tiled in this cause, a 
Designation of Record, copy of which is as abovej 

R. H.McNEILL. i 
SOTERIOS NICHOLSON. 
JOHN W. MAHER. 

I 

Supreme Court of the District of Columl^ia. 

1 

Tuesday, June 2G|;h, 1928. 

Session resumed pursuant to adjournment, Hoh. Wendell 
P. Stafford, Justice, jiresiding. 

I 

i 

• * * * • • i • 

I 

] 

Come now the parties hereto by their respective! attorneys 
of record and thereupon, the Bill of Exceptions taken at 
the trial of this cause, is submitted to be settled!. Where¬ 
upon, the same is signed by the court and hereby ordered 
made of record nunc pro tunc. ! 

! 

11 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

I 

United States of America, j 

District of Columbia, ss: j 

I, Frank E. Cunningham, Clerk of the Supreme Court of 
the District of Columbia, hereby certify the foregejing pages 
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iiuml)(‘r(.‘(l from 1 to 10, Ijoth inclnsi\t‘, to lu* a triu‘ and cor¬ 
rect transcript of the record, accoi'din^* to directions of 
counsel herein tili‘d, copy of wiiich is made part of this 
transcri})t, in cause Xo. 7114.') at Law, wherein Madel(‘ine 
!MacXam(*e Price is Plaintiff and Vasllios I. Pln'hithes is 
Defendant, as the same remains noon tin* files ;uid of n^cord 
in said Court. 

In testimonv whereof, I heremnto sniiscrilx* mv name ainl 
affix the seal of said (’ourt, at the (’ity of Washini^-ton, in 
said District, this 8th day of Auii’ust, D*J8. 

[Seal Supreme (^ourt of th(‘ District of Columhia.l 

FKAXK L. caLXXIXdllAM, 

Clerk. 


12 In the Suj)r(‘me Court of the District of (\)lunil)ia. 



At Law. 

Xo. 7114'). 

.Madeleine M. Puk’e, Plaintiff, 

V. 

Vasii.ios I. CiiEiUTHEs, D(‘fendant. 

Bill of Except}oils. 

In the Supreme (’ourt of tin* District of Columbia. 

At Law. 


No. 71,145. 

Madei.eine .M. Pi.'K’E. Plaintit’f, 

V. 

Vasilios I. Cheiutiies, Defendant. 


/)/// of Exeepfloifs^ 

Be it rememhmvd that at a trial had in the above styled 
cause l>efor(‘ Mr. .histic(‘ Stafford and a jury, commencing;- 
on Monday, Fehvuary 20, 1028, and endini;- on Monday, 
February 27. 1928. the followini;- i‘vidence was adduced and 
proceedings had: 
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I 

I 

Appearances: 

For plaintiff: Alfred M. Schwartz. 

For defendant: Soterios Xicliolsoii, R. H. MdNeill, John 
W. Maher. | 

i 

14 Mrs. Madelien M. Price, the plaintiff, testified: 

I live at 218 East 3rd St., Jacksonville, Florida, since 
October, 1925, with my husband Thomas Price.! We were 
married August 22, 1925, at Washington, D. C. ! 

I first met Mr. Cliebithes during a convention at the 
Raleigh Hotel, Washington, where 1 had gone to iassist with 
the second annual convention of the Order of Ahepa, the 
last of August or first part of September, 1924. |I had then 
been in the employ of Ahei)a six weeks or two [months, as 
secretary to the Supreme President. Their headquarters 
were then in Philadelphia. Following that the I headquar¬ 
ters changed to Washington. When 1 was lirs1| employed 
George De Meter was Supreme President. Mr.| Chebithes 
was elected Supreme President at the convention in 1924. 
My duties then continued the same, secretary ^o the Su¬ 
preme President, the headquarters being move(| to Wash¬ 
ington and I then changed my residence from Philadelphia 
to Washington. 1 continued as secretary to th^ Supreme 
President until October 15, 1925. 

1 know Miss Lorena O’Leary; she was employe 
about October, 1924; she was an assistant to me. | 

It was part of my duties to attend the convention held in 
Chicago, from September 28 to October 2, 1925. Miss 
O’Leary and Mr. Chebithes also attended. I Ijeft Wash¬ 
ington on Friday or Saturday preceding Septlember 28, 
1925. i 

Just prior to that time my duties required rhe to take 
dictation from Mr. Chebithes; I was in contact whth him as 
private secretary. Headquarters and Mr. Chebithes office 
were in Washington, at 1124 Investment Building. During 
the time that he was Supreme President he was away three 
or four months at one time; another time, two \yeeks; an¬ 
other, about a month or six weeks altogether. He was ab¬ 
sent probably six or seven months out of all the time 

15 he was President. When not absent from fhe city he 
was at the office, headquarters, daily, and Ijwas there 

each day. i 


i by Ahepa 
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^Ir. Clie])itlies! and his wile* acv(»ni})anied Miss O'Leary 
and our i)arty ^oini:: to the eoiiveiitioii; that was all the 
party. The coiiveiilion started at 1) A. M. Monday, Sep- 
teml)er 28. AVe had rooms on the sixth floor, Hotel Drake. 
Headquarters of the convention were also at the Hotel 
Drake. Air. and Airs. Ohehithes also had rooms on the 
sixth floor, joinine: our rooms. Aliss O'Leary occupied a 
room with me at the Drake Hotel during- the entire time we 
were there at the convention. The convention was over 
Friday, October 2. 

I re})orted the convention stenog-ra])hically, in the con¬ 
vention room; also had charge of some conlidential records 
during the })roceedings. 

Satunlav morning after the convention ended Aliss 
O'Learv and I went down to the room whicli had been as- 
signed to us as an ollice, packed up some of the records and 
luul the porter nail them u]) for us; that consumed until 
pro])ably Lot) or 2 o'clock, d'hen we returned to our room 
and 1 packed in m- trunk tlu‘ conlidential records of the 
Order. 


I was man-i(‘d in August, 102 .'). Air. Chebithes was away 
from town on a tri]) at the time. U])on his return, Sep¬ 
tember- 4, 102.'), I told him 1 was married and was resigning. 
He asked me not tjo h'ave at that critical moment ])ecause he 
iK'eded me to cai-ry thi-ough th(‘ (‘onverition. He was not 
familiar enough with it, having been absent from head¬ 
quarters so much, and I told him I would stay until after the 
convention but that I must join my husband then. Aly 
husband. Air. Price, was living in Jacksonville, Fla., at that 
time. 


(loing back to this Saturday morning, at the time I 
]() was on mv kiu‘(‘s, knee‘ling at the trunk |)acking con- 
lid(*ntial records in tiiere, and Aliss O'Learv was 
standing ])eside me, handing me s()ine fohhr-s and things of 
that sort, and a knock came at tiie door, d'his was aroun- 
2 or 2..20 in the af|ternoon, and Air. (1n‘bitlies called ‘‘Aliss 
Alac,’' which he usuallv ternu'd me. I went over to the door 
in -my room and opened it and he said ‘H^ome here, Aliss 
Alac," and 1 ])assed through a small corridor. As I ])assed 
through on the other side, mv back was to Air. (diebithes 
and, as I took a coiqJe of steps into the room I hap])ened, 
for some reason or other, 1 don't know why, I turned 
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aroniul and saw him lockiii^: the door. T had hfeen in that 
room one lime before, to get some fezes to brii^g down to 
tlie convention room. ITe had locked the door, 4nd I stood 
paralyzed with fear, unable to speak, and as li started to 
say something to him he picked me up (piickly in his arms 
and kissed me and threw me over the bed, andi he pinned 
me down with one arm over here (indicating^, and my 
dress was up and I made an attem])t to pull my dress down, 
so that my arm was here, l)ut T was held downj about like 
this (illustrating), and he was pressing me down on the 
bed. I begged him to let me go and I reminded Jiim of the 
loyalty 1 had given to the Order of the Ahei)a, alnd lie said 
to me, ‘‘Oh, ])lease. Miss Mac, you know I love you. Do 
this for me.'’ I begged him to let me go, and I could 
scarcely talk with frigid, and he made the atjtempt, or, 
rather, he did unbutton his clothing and I was nea|rly frantic 
by that time and 1 said to him, “If you don’t letime go I’ll 
scream at the top of my lungs and bring everybody to the 
door.” And I managed to get awav, and I don’t jknow how 
I got away; but I was fightitig frantically at the! time, and 
he released his pressure just about a minute andi I jumped 
over the side of the bed and got the bed between us. I 
got over to the door and got back to m}’ k*oom, and 
17 Miss O'Leary said to me—looked at me! and said 
“What's the matter. Miss Mac?” She was there 
when I got back to mv room. At that time I was in a terrible 
condition. I couldn't talk and 1 couldn't think, pid I was 
just a j)hysical wreck. 1 think that 1 stroked the back of 
my head this way (illnstrating) and I didn't knoM' what to 
do, so I walked up and down and threw myself across the 
bed and asked Miss O'Leary to bring me some j^vater out 
of the bath room, and 1 laid across the bed. 1 must have 
laid across the bed over an hour anyway. ]\Iis^ O’Leary 
was there with me all that time. I was not able toj leave the 
room until almost 8 o'clock. I couldn’t. I couldn’t move, 
couldn't get up. I 

While I was in the room laying across the bed^ between 
half an hour and an hour after, J judge, Mr. Chebithes came 
back to the same door and knocked on it and he called me, 
“jMiss iMac,'’ and I grabbed Miss O’Leary and sai^ “Don’t 
dare to go near that door. Keep still. Lie still.!’ And I 
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laid still across the bed because I wasn’t able to get up 
and do anything. 

In Mr. Chebithes’ room he had pulled my dress up so 
that my limbs were bare. After he threw me across the 
bed before 1 was able to escape the time seemed inter¬ 
minable; 1 don’t know how long I was on the bed. I sup¬ 
pose it was just probably ten minutes. I don’t know how 
long but it seemed so long to me. I was trying to hold my 
dress down with this hand and he had his arm bent over 


me here (illustrating), so he had me pressed down and I 
had myself protected like this, and he was pressing down 
on me holdinur me down on the bed, but inv hands were 
held down like this ((illustrating). 

At that time ]\Irs. Chebithes was away in Iowa. She had 
left the Drake Hotel Saturday^morning. I left next 
18 dav, Sundav, about 12 o'clock. Miss O’Learv, Mr. 

Polos and Mr. Coroneos left with me. They changed 
trains here. They should have gone to Philadelphia. They 
came from Chicago to Washington. The four of us traveled 
back from Chicago to Washington. 

I then continued my duties in Washington as secretary; 
stayed there and typed the minutes which I had reported 
from the convention. I arrived in Washington Monday, 
October 5, and continued to work as secretarv until October 
15. Up until that time 1 did not see Mr. Chebithes again 
after leaving Chicago. I went back to Washington with¬ 
out having seen him. 

The effect of this was that it preyed on my mind and I 
used to scream in my sleep as if somebody was attacking 
me, and it had brpken my nerves down, had made a physical 
wreck out of me, so that when the time came for me to 
become a mother,! could not go through with it. I related 
this occurrence to my husband in January, 1926, when I 
found that I was in a delicate condition. Up until that time 
I tried to throw it off but I could not. When I told my 
husband, when I got the pressure off my mind of this ter¬ 
rible thing, I took hysterics and finally I got around but I 
was very sick and, as I say, 1 was not able to go through 
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On cross-examination tlie plainlitT testified: | 

I had been em])loyed l)y defendant’s organization since 
July, 1924. During tliat time he liad been awaV from his 
office about half the time and there half the timb, I .judge. 
From the time he was elected in September until after 
January he was not in his office, because he was’drawing a 
salary in the Patent Office. He was holding twoj positions, 
though he should have been giving all his time tc^ the head- 
(piarters. He didn't come to the headquarters uijtil around 
4.30 P. IM. lie did not ])erform such duties as ije did per¬ 
form for about half tlie time and then awav half the 

I 

19 time. Some days he didn't come to headquarters, 
but he was employed in tlie Patent Office.! When he 
did come I was acting as his secretarv. While he was 
president, they had two rooms, an outer office w|iere I had 
my desk, then his jirivate oHice. .Miss O’Leary jvas in the 
outer office, besides myself, daily with me, during!the entire 
time I was employed: we are stenographers. 1 t'ook dicta¬ 
tion from him and don't know that she ever took dny, unless 
I was at my lunch or sonnething like that. I wds his pri¬ 
vate secretary. 1 took dictation in both rooms,! 1124 and 
1128, in the Investnunit Iluilding, during the entire time I 
served under him; generally J took dictation in t|ie private 
office. I 

During that time h(‘ lived at 1G39 19th St. X. y. AVhen 
I first came to M'ashington 1 didn't know anyl)od>!’ here and 
1 lived for probably tim days at his house. Then! I decided 
to find oth(.*r (|uart(‘i-s. I tlnm lived at ITf).') Q St. 1 The first 
ten days or two weeks I lived with him and his wi^e, — used 

I 

an extra b(*d i-oom which th(‘y had. I don’t know whether 
they did that for me as a courtesy, because T tried to pay 
for it. I 

Up to the time of the Chicago convention he and I were 
good fi-iends, on good t(‘rms, in the r(*lation of |em])loyer 
and (‘mi>loye(‘. X'othing in the way of intimate friendship 
or couT'tslii)) was (‘V(‘r sugg(‘sted. He was living at! his home 
with his wif(‘ and 1 liv(‘d in my private apartment. I went 
out there with ]\Iiss ()'L(‘arv. Il(‘ and his wife were there; 
they liad a drawing room and Miss O’Leary an^il T had a 
section on the train. !Most of the tri]) they came out and sat 
in the section opposite i\Iiss O’Leary and me. 11think we 
were in their drawing room once or twice; I can jrecall be- 
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ing in there only once. AVe liad our dinner in the dining 
room car. Going out there, tliere were the usual relation¬ 
ships between all four. I don’t know what you would 

20 mean by ‘‘very pleasant"; they were in the usual 
way. Airs. Chebithes and I were on pleasant asso¬ 
ciations out there. AVhen we got there Air. and Airs. Che¬ 
bithes took one room on the sixth floor and Aliss O’Leary 
and I took another room. It is not true that when we first 
went there the arrangement was suggested that we take a 
room on a dilTerent floor from Air. and Airs Chebithes. 
Airs. Chebithes suggested to me that it would be nicer if we 
would take a room adjoining her and her husband and we 
did so on that suggestion. AVe got there the Saturday be¬ 
fore the Alonday the convention opened. The assault I de¬ 
scribed was the next Saturday, a week later. Our rooms 
and those of Air.;and Airs, (’hebithes had a connecting door 
with a small corridor between them. There was no bath 
in between, in the little corridor. They had a bath to their 
room; we had a bath to our room; with this corridor be¬ 
tween. 

I could not say whether during the day following our 
arrival Airs. Chebithes generally stayed in her room except 
during the hours of the convention, because I was down 
reporting the convention; I don’t know where Airs. Che¬ 
bithes was. I did not notice whether outside of convention 
hours Airs. Chebithes and her husband were occupying the 
same room together. I was in their room one evening when 
they were both present, i)rior to the Saturday when she 
left town. I was in their room twice prior to this incident 
I related on the. last Saturday I was in Chicago. Airs. 
Chebithes was present only one of these times. Air. and 
Airs. Chebithes came in our room when Aliss O’Learv and 
I were there once during the week prior to this incident. 
Airs. Chebithes was in there. Air. Chebithes was not in 
Aliss O’Leary’s and my room at any time during this week 
alone. During the week of the convention I did not take 
any dictation or arrange any records for Air. Chebithes in 
his room, nor did I take dictation in my own room. There 
were two visits by me into their room. There was 

21 one by her into our room. And that was all. That 
was in addition to the time I claim he attacked me. 

During these visits and during this week up to this time, 
there had been nothing in the way of unpleasantness. 
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They had a banquet either Tuesday or Wednesday. Mr. 
Chebitlies and T discussed my reporting that banquet. I 
felt a little uncomfortable because he asked me to go down 
there in evening dress and take a note book with me, 
whereas I understood I was to be a guest and not working 
at that time. T didn't feel any way about it exc(b])t that. I 
told him I didn’t think T should be asked to t^ke a note 
book with me and sit in evening dress when 1 \las to be a 
guest down there; but there wasn't any ill feeliiij^. He tried 
to ])ersuade me to go and record all the speechles, when I 
had been working all dav and 1 was verv tired arid I hadn’t 
had any supj)er. So I told him T didn't think I should be 
asked to go down there in the capacity of a gjiest and a 
secretary combined. It didn't seem quite ethicql to me to 
do it. That was all there was to it. I hadn’t '^ny feeling 
on account of it; I expressed just what I thouglit. I went 
to the banquet about 11.dO for about lb minute^, I judge, 
after I had rested, after working all dav. They were still 
making speeches. It was not practically oveij. I went 
probably 11.30 and don't know what time the bj^nquet was 
over. I think I left with Miss O’Leary around ](0 minutes 
to 12. I stayed away because I was worn out aftcj^r working 
all day, and I hadn't had any su])per. I didi not state 
to any members of Ahepa, ofiicial members, sulj)se(iuently 
that Mr. Chebitlies had insulted me by asking mie to go as 
a stenogra])her rather than as a guest. 1 said I felt it was 
unethical to ask me to combine the two ])osition«i like that. 

I did not sav in effect that T felt insulted bv the re- 

* * 

22 (luest and resented it; I didn’t have any ihtention of 

saying “insulted.” T don’t recall that 1 s^iid it. On 
the Wednesday subsequent to that my relations! with ^Ir. 
Chebitlies were not strained in the least. I have! no recol¬ 
lection of having any conversation on the subjeci Wednes¬ 
day or Thursday. There was no feeling on ray i^jart of re¬ 
sentment or ])ique after that night, toward him.| He was 
not argumentative about it. Tie asked me to do it. Tie did 
not insist u])on it. T did not do it because I ha(,l been in¬ 
vited down to the baiKiuet hall as a guest, and I dicin’! think 
it was reallv ethical to ask me to go down there gs a guest 
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and then expect me to report the speeches of I don’t know 
how many men after T had been working all day long. It 
didn't seem just the thing. I believe Mrs. Chebithes invited 
me as a guest;think so: I don’t remember now. I couldn’t 
honestlv tell von if she did: I don’t remember. As to 
whether up to Saturday morning there had been any 
friendlv discussion between us which in anv wav explained 
or relieved any feeling T might have liad of his unethical 
conduct toward me: there had not been anv association with 
us, because we wei-e too busv with the convention. I was 
working and 1 hadn't any time for discussion. Up until this 
last Saturday morning, except on business of the Order, I 
had one casualidiscussion with him. That was right in the 
convention room and about a forged check of $500 he knew 
one brother had forged against another brother in the Or- 

der and that did not relate to mv relations with him in anv 

• » 

wav. We had no social conversation. 

I learned that Mrs. ('hebithes had gone to Iowa when she 
was not ])res(‘nt in the room when he locked me in there. I 
could not have, known it before that and did not. I was 
not told bv both of them that she was leaving for a visit 
to Iowa on that Saturday morning. I knew nothing al)Out 
her whereabouts when I was called in there. I be- 
*23 lieve the door between the rooms was locked when 
the knock came on my door, because 1 always kept 

mv room locked. I unlock(‘d the door on mv side of the 

• » 

room. There were two doors. It was locked from habit; 
I ke])t my door locked. 1 unlocked the door on my side, 
wliicii I always kei)t locked. I can't remember that I un¬ 
locked the door, but to my l)est i-ei'ollection I turned the key 
and unlocked it| when Mr. C’hebithes knocked at my door. 

^liss O'Learv was in the room with me. It was earlv in the 

• • 

afternoon, I believe, between 2 and 3>. The convention was 


over and I was packing the records to send away and she 
was in there aiding me in that work. She and 1 were leav¬ 
ing the next dav at noon. When he knocked I answered it 
because he called ‘‘Miss Mac", my name, that is all I heard, 
loud enough for me to hear through that door. I opened 
the door and he said ‘‘('om- in.'’ He didn’t say anything 


before T opened'the door exce’pt to call my name. I heard 
it just once, as 1 have told you. loud enough for me to 
hear. !Miss O’F.eary was right beside me when I stood by 
the door. I was on my knees packing and she was stand- 
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iiig beside me. I was several feet from the door. 'When 
I was at the door answering the knock, I judge she was 
about mavbe 5 or (> feet fi*om me. Wlien I illusitrated the 

* I 

distance she was from lue I meant tliat wlien itlie knock 
came on the door I was on my knees packing aii^l she was 
handiiiir me records; therefore slie was standing about this 

* ' t • 

far from me. AVhen tlie voice was heard is the time 1 am 
speaking of when slie was just a sliort distance! from me. 
Then tliere was notliing said after that until 1 c^pened the 
door. The hallway is a v(‘ry small corridor, probably a 
couj)le of feet, I judge: a])Out that long (indicating), I imag¬ 
ine, and just a couph* of feet wide just a littlb passage 
way from one room to another. There wer0 no doors 
24 in this ])assage way into a closet or bath robm; it was 
just a little passage way between the two rpoms. Be¬ 
tween the time I opened the door until I got intd his room 
the only thing said was Mr. (^hebithes said ‘^jCome in. 
Miss Mac,” and I walked right in. T was sure Ipe wanted 
to tell me something about the convention, because he knew 
I was leaving the next day. T ex])ected to |ind j\Irs. 
Chebithes in there; that was not the reason I wient in so 
readily. T went in out of my being called in myi ca])acity, 
mv dutv. When T went in T had a little ])ink and tan flan- 
nel dress on me. T was not dressed in a kimoiia, absolutelv; 
I had mv dress on. There was a door from hisi room on 

« I 

his end of the little corridor. The only thing sai(| before I 
entered his room was he called mv name as I w(mf through 
the corridor; it took just a minute to pass thron.^h there. 

Tmmediatelv after he got me into his room Ij had mv 
liands in my little pockets, and T was walking ]^as( him and 
my back was towards him. T ])assed him wheiji he was 
locking his door. Mv back was to him. As T turndd around 
sharply T .saw him lock the door and T was unable Ito speak. 
Tie closed the door very quietly and turned the kby in it. 

‘‘Q. Now then, you have told us that immediat^dy there¬ 
after he grabbed von and said A'on know T love v6n’? 

Xo, T started to .sav—T think T start(‘d to sav ‘AVh(‘V(‘ is iMrs. 

• *1 

Ohebithes,’ and T said ‘Where’ and T saw him lock! the door 
and T was stunned, and T didn’t get any furtheij until he 
scooped me u]) in his arms and kissed me and threw me over 
the bed.” ; 
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I didn’t iret time to make the statement ‘‘Where is Mrs. 
Cliebithes.” lie .e:ral)l)ed me up in his arms and lie kissed 
me once and tlirew me riirlit over the bed. I don’t be- 
25 lieve I .said a moment aefo that he kissed me several 
times, lie kissed me on tlie mouth. He didn't say 
“you know I love you’’ just l)el‘ore lie tlirew me on the bed; 
that is when he had pressed down on me and I was begging 
him to let me go, and 1 said ‘‘Please let me go, Mr. 
Chei)ithes. You know I love the man I married,” and he 
said, ‘‘Oh, ^liss Mae. you know I love you. Do this for me.” 
And that is when he had me held down this way (illus¬ 
trating). He was pressing down on me. My arms were 
])raetieally he]ph‘ss. 1 eould not tell you if 1 say for ten 
minutes I think I was there, !)eeause in a condition like that 
it seemed like a long time. A while ago I said about ten 
minutes, but in a case like that it seemed eternity; I don’t 
know; I reallvIcould not sav. I (*an not tell vou honestlv 
liow long it was; I don't know. I don’t know whether it is 
my best im])i-t‘ssi()n that it was not over ten minutes; 1 can’t 
answer that. Tiiat is what 1 thought it was, on my direct 
examination. I judge that is my l)est recollection. During 
that ten minutes he undertook to unbutton his trousers. 


While 1 was on the bed under him and he was putting great 
])ressure on me. that struggle continued for ten minutes. I 
don't think he kissed me during that ten minutes, because 
1 was begging him to let me go and he was trying to unfas¬ 
ten his clothing and I was sti'uggling; we were both—1 was 
struggling with, him and he with me, and 1 was struggling 
to get free. During the ten minutes he made an attempt to 
assault me. That was his ])urpose, as was evident from the 
things he did. His hands had been on mv flesh when mv 
dress was up. 1 don't know how long that continued. I 
was tighting frantically to get away from the man. He had 
thrown me sideways over the narrow ])art of the twin beds. 
I did not have a hat on. 1 had bobbed hair at that time; my 
hair was short.i I was doing the very best I could to get 
free from him. I was struggling to get away from 
26 him, to ])rotect myself. When I threatened to scream 
he relaxed his hold. During that ten minutes I knew 
that Miss O’Leary was in the other room. The reason I 
did not scream immediately u])on being assaulted in this 
violent wav, tirst of all my voice is not very strong, and the 
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next place is that the man liad me })ressed dowii. I was 
able to say to him in a very weak voice, vou don’t let 
me go, I’ll scream at the top of my lungs.” I told!him that 
I would with all the power that T had. I did not have very 
much strength by that time. He had me down Ithis way 
(illustrating). During this ten minutes he did ndt put his 
hand on my mouth, but my throat was more or l<jjss para¬ 
lyzed from the way he had me down, holding me down. I 
could not make any vocal demonstration during the ten min¬ 
utes that I was there. That is why T didn’t do it, because I 
couldn’t do it. It is true that at the end of the ted minutes 
I did threaten to scream and he relaxed his hold dnd I got 
away and rushed back to my room. 'When I gOt to his 
door I unlocked it and got out, turned the kev in it and got 
out and then I went into my room. Wlien 1 went| in Miss 
O’Learv was standing there in the room where ihv trunk 

V ^ I . 

was, in the space between the twin beds. She looked at me 
and she said ‘‘'What's the matter, ^liss Mac?” And I said: 
“Oh, I had a terrible experience in there with cdebithes, 
and if Mr. Price finds this out h(‘ will ])i'obably kill idm.” I 
did not tell her what he had done to me. Miss O’Leary is 
an innocent child; that’s all she is; and I didn't dafe to tell 
her. I did not tell her what hai)])ened, other thaii what I 
have just said. I did not tell any one else during ithe con¬ 
vention; I kept perfectly still. Ooming back to XVashing- 
ton with Miss O’Leary, ^Ir. Polis and Mr. Ooronecis I kept 
perfectly silent. | 

Before I went to this convention I was nof suffer- 
27 from a nervous condition, because if I had been I 
could not have ])erformed my duties. 1 had pot been 
treated for such nervous condition by Dr. Demas iiji Wash¬ 
ington. I had been treated only once by him, because I had 
been working awfully hard, but I got up and went tojwork at 
9 o’clock the next morning. That was right after Mr. 
Chebithes came back to the headquarters, early in Septem¬ 
ber before the convention in Chicago. Just in this hue case 
I was a little worn by my unusual hard work at thpt time. 
I also say that, as I believe, my health subsequent] to this 
incident was also affected in that I became pregnant and 
was not able to become a mother. For my pregnant condi¬ 
tion Dr. Means, Jacksonville, Florida, treated me. j visited 
him about the trouble that brought this on. 
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Boforo i?()ing to the convention "Mr. Cliohitlics and I did 
not work practically every nii^lit upon plannin«: for the con¬ 
vention toi»H*ther, he and T onlv in the room: Mrs. Chebithes 
wa.'s: present on every occasion that I can recall. 

At the convcnition in Chicai»*o there was not a week’s sal¬ 
ary due me that was not })aid. Directly after the conven¬ 
tion there was for the work that I did after I came back 
and typed the minutes. I do not recall that at the conven¬ 
tion a special ap])ropriation was made to cover my services 
at the convention: thev were not made for that. It was a 

ft 

irift of the d(‘leirates for mv services and mv lovaltv to the 
order. That was the reason the srift was jriven to me. 
There was a resolution ])assed to irive me a $250 appropria¬ 
tion in a])prc‘ciati<)n of my services to the oi’ganization when 
thev found out I was married and leavin<>- them. That was 

ft 

not ])aid at that time. 

After comini:' back to Washiiurton I left for mv home in 

o ft 

Jacksonville about the middle of October. Mr. Che- 
2S hit lies lu^d not n‘turned to Washiiiirton at that time: 
he had i:-oU(‘ to Keiituckv. Mv husband at that time 

« ' ft ft 

was in Florida. I had not seen him from the time in Ati- 
g'ust, shortly after we were married, and I had promised to 
fultill mv dutv to see the convention throuirh. 1 had not 
seen mv husband. I had sacrificed mv honevmoon for the 

ft ft ft^ 


Alie])a. 

When I iicot back to AVashin< 4 -ton I did not talk over with 
Miss O'Learv this incident in (diicaii’o and did not write mv 

ft I ' » 


husband aiiythiiiir about it. Just befoi'e I left for Jackson¬ 
ville 1 wrot(‘ a letter to Mr. Chebithes and 1 wrote one to 
.Mrs. Cli(‘bit l:(‘s. I recall the letter 1 wrote to M r. Chebithes. 
1 presume that on October 15 1 wrote a letter on the station¬ 
ery of the fraternity. I did not keep a copy of it. I have 
fori 4 -olt(‘n what was in it. The attack in Chica.e:o was on 
Octolier Jrd. On October 15th I wrote on my typewriter 
and siitned a letter to ^Ir. ('hebithes which is now shown to 


me. 


The let tm* so 


ideiitilied was read to the juiw as follows: 


Stalioiu*rv lu‘adini»- of this 

ft V ^ 

preme Council headquarters, 
Washington, D. C. 


fraternity, the Ahepa, “Su- 
1124 Investment Buildinor, 



i 
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j 

‘ ‘ My Dear Mr. Chebithes : ! 

‘‘It seems just awful to leave here without sa^^ing good¬ 
bye to you. I surely wish you had returned before my de¬ 
parture, or that I were able to remain a little longer, but I 
must go tonight because I have promised honor bright to 
do so. Will you let me say from the very innermlost reces¬ 
ses of my heart that the past year has been one of the hap- 
pies- in my life. You, Mr. Chebithes, were kindness itself 
to me, and never shall T forget you. Though I can not be 
here personally, ofttimes T shall visit the headqiiarters in 
spiritum. i 

“I wish you would also in the next edition of tjhe maga¬ 
zine tell all the delegates, my brothers, h(j>w happy 
29 they made me by “their wonderful act of considera¬ 
tion at the convention. To know that thoy regard 
me so highly was the acme of happiness in ifself, but 
coupled with their splendid vote it simply overwhc^lmed me. 
I have decided to procure silver as a remembrance of them, 
and if onlv I shall have the good fortune to enteriain them 
at some future time, and you and Mrs. Chebithes, Vou know 
that—well, my happiness would know no bounds.| 

“Please tell them all for me that T shall nev(>r forget. 
The welcome sign is burning always for each and (|?very one 
of them. Good-bve and mav the <rood God reward! vou with 
even greater success than has been yours. | 

“The fruits of fidelity are that which you and I ilove with 
our hearts, our souls, our minds, Ahepa, eternal. | 

“Most sincerelv vours, 

MADELINE :\rcNAMEE PRICE.’’ 

I 

I 

When I was testifying direct in this case I know11 did not 
recall the terms of that letter. I 

The letter shown me, in longhand, bearing datej of Octo¬ 
ber is in my handwriting. It w^as written from jjackson- 
ville, Fla. 

The letter so identified was read to the jur^’ asj follows: 

“October 2(ji, 1925. 

‘ ‘ My dear !Mr. C : 

“How are you and the headquarters? Do I miss all of 
you? Well, if only I could tell you adequately how much I 
really do wish it w’ere possible to continue wdth the work 
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wliicli you and 1 accomplished dos])ite every conceivable 
handicaj), then would you know how I miss it. 

“Have visited John Demas’ restaurant frequently. !Mr. 
Price knew Brother Demas by the time T arrived here, and 
presented him to me. Tie and I have talked Ahepa 
30 and I have been so enthusiastic over you’’ (Note: 
double uudiu’score on oriirinal) “that all the brothers 

want another visit from vou, and I want vou to attend this 

• • 

T?ieetin.<r. I didn't lose much time, did I? 

“Demas is rather ]K‘eved not to hear from you. He sent 
a wire to the convention, you know, and thinks he should 

have heard from vou before now. Certainlv I know vou 

• • • 

have not had a second to yourself. AVho would know it 
bet.ter than T. And T have told him the difficulties that face 
you. Oh, how I fin wish I could see you through again, Mr. 
(’hebitiles. If Mr. Ib’ice will consent, I wish 1 could come 
back for a few months and hel]) brother Nickas to get 
started riirlit.’’ 

(Plaiutiffi stated that !Mr. Nickas was secretarv to the 
frateimity, and reading of the letter was resumed, as fol¬ 
lows :) 


“\Vi‘lI, to g<‘t back to so('iates cha])ter No. G, Mr. Demas 
wants copies of the two numbers of the magazine. Would 
you s(*nd mi‘ about 25 copies of the May edition, and prob¬ 
ably a dozen of the ])re-convention number? If you will 
send th(‘m to ni(‘ I shall bring them ov(‘r to him and maybe 
by close <*oopt*ration with him I can straighten all their 
records out. 'fhat would h(‘l]) them in the headquarters. 
If 1 can do it, I plan to r(‘adjust all theii* i*ecords, get a file 
started for their individual records, begin a new registra¬ 
tion book right and get them in shape to know what to say 


to head(iuartei*s and when to say it. It would be great if 


only 1 could visit a few other chapters down this way and 


get them in a systematic condition. 


“You see. I told you that the Ahepa is my second love. 
I had to rc‘logat(* it to the second ])lace after August 22nd. 

“I am glo!*iously ha])py, and Mr. Pi*ice, I have an honest 
to goodness man. Everybody down here likes him im¬ 
mensely, but of course that is only natural. 

31 “If you wish me to help everywhere I can with 
the Jacksonville chapter I shall gladly do it. After 
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the meeting tonight I sV>all know more and can! he guided 
accordingly. | 

wonder when von write Brother Demas, \vould vou 
care to mention wliat 1 Iiad done at lieadqnarterg, in order 

that lie mav have more information and feel more inclined 

^ 1 

to double his interest to promote the chapter. |I feel cer¬ 
tain that if you write him often, just a note is jnecessary, 
so he will know his original work has not been j forgotten, 
that he can do an immense lot of good here. I 

‘‘Mr. Price has landed vou skv-high, too, for tlie wav vou 
labored, and sang your jiraises until botli of us| have got¬ 
ten John (Demas) to the point tliat he is kicki^ig himself 
for not going to Chicago and insisting on a term of two 
or three years at the very least. Well, you mayjget life if 
your ne.xt report shows the results of 1924-25. Ileire’s hopes 
for it. I 

“Best of wishes to Mrs. Chebithes and j\Iiss OfLeary. 
“Sincerelv, | 

“Miss MA(?, 

“522 Hogan Street, Jacksonville,|Florida.” 
The Mr. Price referred to in the letter is my husband. 

♦ I 

He didn’t know it at the time. After 1 had beep in Jack¬ 
sonville three or foui* wet‘ks 1 wrote .Mr. Chebith|.'s a letter 
with reference to my past due salary, asked hipi for that 
and my gift from the convention, which had not ()een paid. 
1 needed it and wanted it for my own ])urposes and wrote 
accordinglv. 1 don't r(*in(‘inb'(*r wh(‘tliei’ I wrote him No- 

■ * i 

vember lOth. 1 wrote him so oi'lcni to g(‘t my irioney, but 
1 couldn't get it from him. Thai is why L did write him. 
1 wrote the letter shown me, dated Xovember 10,| 1925. 

The letter of Xovember 10, 1925, was read to the 
32 j n ry a s fo 11 ows: | 

‘‘My DEAR ^1R. C11E inT n ES : I 

I 

I 

“Yon are very busy, undoubtedly, and 1 reallyjdislike to 
add to your burdens, but our close cooperation iii the past 
makes me feel that yon will not mind so much if joiie more 
letter is added to that pile. | 

“If the very much drawn on treasury can stand the strain 
I can now use the last week’s salary that is due me. I 
know 1 had to leave before the week was qijiite com- 





26 


V. I. CHEBITHES VS. M.\DELEIXE M. PRICE. 


pletod, hut I feel that tlie time wa.s adequately made up hy 
the evenings I worked between the 5th and 15th of October, 
and I also kno\\* you well enougli to realize that you arc 
not coiisidoring (U*(lu(*tioii of any time, hut I mention it 
merely as a formality, stealing some of your own lire. Will 
you mail a check this week, if you can, so that in turn I 
may straighten out the balance on the petty cash fund. 
That is disturbing me much, and I shall mail my personal 
check to offset the balance as soon as you have the oppor- 
tunitv to send mv salarv check here. Likewise, I have 
selected a design of silver and have made a deposit on the 
same. I can not, however, procure the silver until the other 
check reaches me. Next month the ])rices will be increased 
because of Christmas, but I have requested a week or so 


of time. 

‘‘1 ho})e everything is going well in the headquarters and 
that George Demuth or .Miss O'Leary is making a good 
understudv. 

‘ ‘ Sincerelv, 

M. MeXAMEK PRICE.^’ 


1 don't remember writing another letter to Mr. Chebithes 
on the 4th of Xovember. Yes. on examination, I recall that 
now. 

The letter of Xovember 4, 19*25, was read to the jury as 
follows: 


•>.> 


i 4 


Mk. C. 


“Have you completely forgotten .Miss Mac so quickly? 
Of coui-se 1 do not think so. Please try to bring me back 
in February to report the Supreme Council meeting. You 
know'-—four lines underscored—‘‘I can do it, and I would 
be so liap])y to see you all again. 

‘L\lwavs, 

Miss MAC.^’ 


Attached to that is a letter from “Submarine Seafood 
Restaurant" in Chicago, dated October IG, 1925, unsigned, 
addressed to “.Miss !McXamee, 1124 Investment Building, 
Washington,' ’ reading: 
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‘ ‘ My dear Miss ■\IcXam i;i-: : 

‘‘Please send direct to me a couple of application forms 
for a new charter. j 

“Sorrv that vou didn't come to see mv placeihefore vou 
went away. Fine rei>:ards to Mr. and Mrs. Fhebithes. Hope 
this will find you in ii:ood hoalllu as it leavesjme. 
Sincerelv vours.’’ i 

♦r % I 

I 

j 

The endorsement on the side, “Mr. Chehithes. | Evidently 
from Brother Geori>’e Bolides’’ is in my handwriting. 

I do not recall writing Mr. Chehithes Xovembir 21, 1925, 
unless I saw the letter. 1 was Irving to get m\i salary. I 

identify this letter of date “11-21-25: “Deaii Mr. Che- 

bithes: Keceived your wire. Thank you.-' 1 doh’t remem¬ 
ber but must have received a wire from him labout that 

time if 1 said so. “1 admit I felt rather badllv at vour 

*■ 

silence, because 1 couldn’t make .Mr. Price understand” 
refers to my husband and why I could not get |ny money. 
(The letter was further read as follows:) | 

‘‘1 trust the conditions will adjust theinseKjes shortly 
and that everytliing will be all right. Ifope C. H. 
34 K. has not stirred up $500 worth of trouble. 
“Sincerely, i 

MisH .MAC.” 

1 

1 might recall writing Mr. (1u‘bithes a letter (|)n Dec. 11, 
1925, if 1 saw it. The letter of that date showp me is in 
my handwriting. (The letter was read as follow^s:) 

“Mv J)j:ai: .Mk. (bij:niT!ii-:s: | 

* ' 

I 

“Lam surely not to be blamed for believing ithat I am 
receiving somewhat shabbv treatment in return for mv co- 
operation and fidelity to the heachiuarters, and particularly 
to you. Here it is i)rai*tically two months that jl am kept 
waiting for my salary, which was one of the first obliga¬ 
tions which the lieadquarters sliould have met. In so much 
as the other salaries undoubtedly are being ipid, mine, 
due prior to these others, certainly should be remitted. I 
am not angry with you ])ersonally, Mr. Chebith(|3s, but be¬ 
cause I have given you unquestioned loyalty an|d am still 
giving it, if only you knew, I do not understand jwhy I can 
not be considered a little bit. 1 wrote Willias i about my 


I 






28 


V. I. CnEBITHES VS. MADELEINE M. PRICE. 


salary and should have had an answer many days ago. 
That would have been only the courteous thing to do. 
Either AVillias doesn't know he is rude or there is a delay 
at the office. I am countiiiii- on mv salarv for Christmas. 
May 1 receive it, })lease? 

“Likewise it is fearfullv embarrassini^ to mention the 
other matter. You would understand, though, if you had 
made a selection and promised to take ip) the same ‘within 
a few weeks.* That is wiiat has liai)pened to me, Mr. Che- 
bithes. Through the efforts of an acquaintance of Mr. 
Price, I received quite a discount on the silver and prom¬ 
ised to take it long ag-o. relying on tlie headcpiarters to ful- 
till its parf. Now 1 am in a nice situation. IIow- 
35 ever, as I said, the subject is rather a delicate one, 
so 1 shall rely on the assurance you gave me that 

vou will take care of the matter as soon as von can do so. 

» * 

I would, however, ai)preciate it if you will see that my 
salary check is sent this week. 

“Saw J>rotlu‘r Demas, who has been re-elected, and he 
is elated to have i‘ec(*iv(*d youi* piM'sonal letter. Thank 
you for tlu‘ pleasant rinnarks you made concerning me. 
“Sincerelv, 

Miss MAC.^’ 

(The letter was marked “ l)i‘fendant *s Exhibit (>.”) 

^Iv husband knew 1 n(‘ver had received mv salarv. I 
wrote*, in a h*tt(*r to Mr. Chebitlu's, that I could not exj)lain 
the matti*r well to mv husband; I meant bv that, that Mr. 
Price knew how hard 1 had worked for the Order, and he 
knew 1 was entitled to mv mon(‘V, and he couldn't under- 
stand why they did not give me consideration and pay my 
i^alarv before* Chebithes dre‘W his salarv, or anvbodv else, 
because mine was ])rior: he said it was a very shabby deal 
to give me in return for the lovaltv I had given them. 

1 first told my husband about the Chicago incident, in 
Januarv, lh2(). lU* knew 1 never got mv salarv; 1 had 
wired him from Chicago. Xaturallv 1 discussed it with 
him prior to the letter telling him about the (’hicago inci¬ 
dent. I did not find it dilTicult to make a satisfactorv ex- 

a 

planation to him, but it was hard to make him understand 
why Chebithes was not paying me. He had not caused a 
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friend to buy our wedding silver, i said in tbe letter of 
December 11 that a friend of Mr. Price had rdcommended 
me for the purcUase of liie silver, but that is diiferent. lie 
had recommended me to go to a shop where 1 Icould get a 
discount, because 1 wanted it for my wedding* silver. 1 
was not angry about not gelling the exlrh J^2oU from 
30 tne Ahepa. i wanled il because 1 was ehtiUed to it. 

Isaturaliy 1 was disappoinled that 1 did not get it. 
That did not create any leeling on my pari either against 
Chebilhes or Anepa; i donT Hold any ill feeluig against 
anybody. 1 did not creale id leeiing. I 

in these letters liial iiave been read 1 make nb slalemenl 
about my nervous coiidilioii or health; tliey were written 
to try to get my money irem tins man. 1 Kne>v lie would 
never pay if he could avoid it. 1 don’t remember if 1 at 
any time wrote him any oilier letter in winch mentioned 
the condition of my health; i wrote him trying to get my 
money. 1 don't remember if 1 ever wrote iijm a letter, 
about the Chicago incident; 1 may have; 1 don't believe so, 
though, because 1 was trying to let his concieiice pay him 
back for what he had done to me I 

When my husband learned about il he wajs—you can 
just imagine how a husband would be. lie was nearly to 
the point of chastising this man. After talking|to my hus¬ 
band about it in January, 192(5, 1 came to Washington in 
February, when the Supreme (..'ouncil meeting| was to be 
held. My husband’s occu})ation then was real qstate, I be¬ 
lieve on commission, with a concern called the Los Gatos, in 
Jacksonville. C’ertainlv he came with me in Fehituarv. We 
stopped at the Po-hat-aii hotel tin* 4- or o days >V(‘ were in 
Washington. We got h(‘re, 1 believe, Monda,^', early in 

Februarv. I 

^ \ 

I saw Mr. (Tiebithes when in Washington at; that time, 
at the lieadciuarters of Ahepa, with ]\Ir. Xickas; and had 
a talk with i\lr. Chebithes a])art from Mr. Nickas.i The first 
conversation with (’liebitlies during that visit was in his 
office, 1128 Investment Building, T think the ne-xi day after 
we arrived. Before that I Ixdieve I was down to Mr. 
Schwartz’s office on the subject of this assault;il saw him 
before I saw Mr. Chebithes. Mv husband went with me to 
see ]Mr. Schwartz. !My husband did not jcome with 
37 me to see Mr. Chebithes the following da.y. I don’t 
remember that he went to the AJiepa office and re- 
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maiiied outside wliilo I was tliere. if T had taken liini with 
mo to see .Mr. (1i(*1)itlies I know what would have ha])])oned 
to ^Ir. ('hel)illies. ^Iv reason for not takinir mv liusband 
was ])ec*ause there would liave been trouble at headcjuarters 
to Mr. ('hebithes. Xo, I did not think I saved ^Ir. Chebithes 
trouble by kee])iue: my hus])and away from the interview; 
J was saviinr my luisbaud, because I did not want him to i*:et 
mi.xed up with a man like this. I meant by what I said just 
now that Mr. Price would have administered chastisement 
that he sliould have irotten. II(‘ knew all about this C'hicaixo 
incident at that time: I had told him: he was in Washin.u'ton 
and knew wluu-c (’liebitlies* oflici* was. 

That day 1 went into tin* head<iuarters and .irreeted the 
peo]>le in the outer office, in 1124, and 1 ])assed in to Mr. 
(’hebitlies' office*. Ib* was sit tine* at his desk and Mi'. Xickas 
was askin.ir him some instructions. The conversation with 
!Mr. ('hebitlies win*!! Mr. Xickas was not present was: iNFr. 
Chebithes said he wished I had come u]^ to help on the Su¬ 
preme (’ouiK'il meetiiiii', and I ask(‘d for my salary and for 
the irift of the deleiiutes, and he told me that the check book 
was not at the headquarters, and I said ‘‘Well, in that case 
I will come back the next day, wh(‘n Mr. Kiley is present, 
and ii’et my check for my salary.’’ Then F said to him; “I 
told ^Fr. Price about Chica^'o.” (diebithes was sittini; at his 
desk smokinir a cigar. IFe said ‘‘Miss Mac, F didn’t think 
you would ever tell that,” and I said, ‘‘Well, I did tell it.” 
ITe said, “Well, J admit F did it, but if you say F did it 1 
will denv it.” 1 said, “Surelv vou (*an’t lie.” TTe said, 
“Yes, F will deny it,” and as he said that T said ‘‘F have 
nothing: more to say,” and I trot u]) and left the ollice. I 
did not have another conversation with him at a later date, 
witli him and anyoiu* (‘Ist* ])r(,‘sent. Pdid not in that 
38 conv(‘rsation on h\‘b. 4th say to him in substance 
that I had told my husband about this alleged as¬ 
sault in Chicago and was going to tell the Su])reme (’ouncil 
of his F"''rati‘rnity and have him im])ea<*hed, unl(‘ss he paid 
me all of my exp(‘nses to Washington and my attorney’s 
fees. 1 did not say anything about b(‘ing ])aid anything to 
keep (juiet or sih*nt. I did not ask him to go with me to 
see my attorney. 

What he said to me on that was this; “What do you 
want me to do about it, ^Fiss Mac,”—after he admitted to 
me, when he said he admitted his attack but if I said he did, 
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1 

he would deny it; and I .^aid ‘‘Surely you can’t lip''; and as 
I started to leave the ofiiee he said “What do yo^ want me 
to do, Miss MiicT' I said “Whatever you want t|o do. You 
can handle the matter with the lawyer as yoji want, if 
you want, because 1 have nothing more to sayj” And I 
walked out. | 

I don’t believe I asked my connsel to write h^m a letter 
to come to see him on the subject; I have no recollection 
on that point at all. I am absolutely clear onj it, that I 
did not ask him to go to my lawyer: he asked me what 
I wanted him to do. Before T saw him that di^>% I had 
alreadv •iilacod th.e matter in tla* lawvcr's haiul^; 1 don'l 
remember whether I had instructed him to briijg suit. I 
don't remember th.e dav of llu* mouths* tliis vi.<it of mine, 
to C’hebithes’ office, was made. As to whether I filed this 
suit, asking for damages, on February 8, 192^i, T don’t 
remember. (With the Court's permission it d'as stated 
that suit was filed on February 8, 192f).) j 

I know ^Fr. Xixon, Supreme Counselor of Ahepa, and 
Afr. Smitzes, Su])reme Oovcn-noi*. AVh.il(‘ her(‘, iibout the 
time T brought this suit, I had conversations ^tiFh them. 

I can tell in substance the nature of those jconversa- 
39 tions. The conversation with them wps in tlie 

Franklin Square Hotel, AA^ashington, about| the same 
time T fibnl suit. They came there on a telephone call T 
made to Air. Nixon, who brought AFr. Smitzes along, and 
we met in the lobby downstairs for this conversation. I 
did not in that conversation suggest to them thaf| the com- 
]daint T made to them against (’hebithes about thjis assault 
could be fixed up by a money consideration, and that un¬ 
less reparation was made by him T intended bringing suit, 
which, in turn, would bring the Order of Ahepg into the 
matter. Tn that conversation T said in substance “T have 
come all the way from Florida to get this matterj .straight¬ 
ened out.” T never said to them such a thing ps that if 
I was compensated and if Chebithes would apol(j)gize and 
pay my expenses and expenses of my husband frorji Florida 
here and back, and a small amount, probably il?800, for 
attorney’s fees, I would go back to Florida and forget it. 
T did not say anything that was in sub.stance similar to 
that. A^ery likely T did .state to them that in my opinion 
Air. Chebithes was the cause of my not getting niy salary 
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and ])onr.s. T did not tell them I was ^oing to file a com¬ 
plaint airainsi him, to have him impeached hy the Supreme 
Conneil. I did not subse(|Uontly to that make such a threat 
a.erainst liim unless tliis case was settled. Suhseriuent to 
tills coiiv(‘rsation T demanded his imr>eachment. T made 
tliat demand in the ])n‘sence of tlie entire Supreme rouncil, 
assemlded t]ier(‘ tlien. Tlie Supreme President, Mr. 
Chehithes, tlie Supreme Vic(‘ President, the Supreme Sec¬ 
retary, tlie Supreme Treasurer, tlie Supreme Counselor and 
the various ii:overnors were ]>resen1. The matter was then 
in th(‘ lawy(M*'s liands. T think it was before tlie suit was 
actually filed, F(‘bruary fl, that T went before the Council. 
T ask(‘(l his imo(‘achm(*nt lu'fori* h(‘ was siU'ved by the 
Cnitt'd Stat(‘s Marsh:d. b(‘foi‘(‘ whatever the |)ro- 
40 cedure is on that. 1 am not sure now what day T 
went before th(‘ Council: T know it was in P'’ebruary: 

T don't know wliat dav T canu' to AVashinirton in Februarv 

• • 

unless T had mv little calendar with me. When J mad(‘ that 
demand Mr. Clu'bithes told me the Su]>reme Council did 

not have to know anvthinir about it: that was said the dav 

* • 

lie admitt(‘d his attack on me and I walked out and said 
“I have nothimr more to say. 

'When I W(*nti before the Supnmie Council and he was 
present on the Council, h(‘ didn't know T was there until 
I came into the room. I tluu’e charuvd his impeachment 
on the assault ou me. He didn't sav anvthinc: there in mv 
presence. Mr. Sulas, who was actin.ir as chairman,—1 
believe he was the Supreme Vice President—said to me 
“■Miss Mac, this is a serious charii'e. Are vou certain about 
it?'' and I said '‘Yes, I am." 1 don't know where mv 
husband was then; I didn't dare let him «;-o to the head¬ 
quarters. Mr. Xixon asked me if I would put it in the 
form of an afiidavit, and Mr. Smitzes si‘conded the motion, 
and 1 said yes, I would ])ut it in tlie form of an affidavit. 
“Who will takedt.^" I asked them, and one of them asked 
me if I would come back at 1 o'clock with the affidavit, 
and I .said “Yes, 1 will be here at 1 o’clock.'’ I came back 
at 1 o'clock with the afiidavit and the ITiited States Mar¬ 
shal came along- at that time and served this legal paper, 
whatever it was, on Chehithes. Between the first meeting 

before the Council and mv return that dav at 1 o’clock 

* « 

I had not seen ^Ir. Xixon. I went to the headquarters 
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and Mr. and Mrs. Chebitlies and ^Ir. Nickas were in room 
1128, and the Marshal and I walked through ancji I pointed 
Mr. Chebithes out to the ^larshal and he served] this paper 
on him. I had handed the affidavit to Mr. Nickas; I had 
typed it myself; I suppose my counsel looked j it over; I 
am not sure about that. I am sure, though, I pre- 
41 pared it and typed it myself and took it hack to the 
meeting at 1 o'clock. 1 handed it to Mr. Kickas and 
he said “We mav want vou back here at 2 o’clock” but 
that was all I ever heard of it. I 

There was not an unfriendly feeling, not i)eirsonal but 
political, in the affairs of the Ahepa, between! Chebithes 
and Nickas and Smitzes. During my visit hei'e in Feb¬ 
ruary I did not have a telephone conversation Iwith !Mrs. 
Chebithes. I did not call her up; did not attempt to talk 
to her. 1 never saw her or talked to her. 1 don’t know 
whether I wired Smitzes about going to Washington to 
have a conference on this subject, just before |I came in 
February. I asked him to stop en route througlji Jackson¬ 
ville coming up to Washington. i 

I did not go back directly to Jacksonville after I filed 
this affidavit; I stayed two or three days and Uien went 
back. Then I came back to Washington two j or three 
months ago for the purpose of attending this mejeting, and 
was here, 1 judge, a])()nt a month oi* 5 or (i weeks. | 

The affidavit now shown me is not the one I filed with the 
Supreme Council on the subject of the assault. ^|Ir. Nickas 
has that one; I don't know where it is. If I keipt a copy 
it would be among my counsel’s papers. Coi)}^ now ex¬ 
hibited by my counsel is not it. Another documenlt (handed 
to Mr. McNeill by Mr. Schwartz) shown me is Ild‘ on(‘; tin* 
original of this I filed at Headcpiarters, with M^. Nickas, 
then Supreme Secretary. A few days after th^t I went 
back to Jacksonville. I did not afterwards file other 
charges against Chebithes with the Secretary ofl the Gen¬ 
eral Council of Ahepa. I wrote a true statemeint of the 
facts to the Supreme Council, on the request of ^|r. Nickas 
and Mr. Smitzes. Those were written reports.! Oh no. 


3—4811a 
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it was an oral report. Oli, I see wliat you mean. Several 
others asked me about the condition of alTairs. I 

42 think I would put down the true facts regarding 
the misappropnation of funds, and that sort of 

thing. !Mr. Chehithes and I had been friendly during the 
entire time I was with him until this assault occurred. 

I wrote Mr. Geoi*ge Stamatos the letter shown me, dated 
April 6, 1926. This is true. Xo one aided me in the prep¬ 
aration of this paper. I don’t remember if I showed it to 
Mr. Price before I mailed it, or if T told him about it. I 
believe I delivered it to ^Mr. Stamates, handed it to him 
in Jacksonville. He had not recpiested me to prepare 
and swear to it; some of the Supreme Council members 
asked me—several; I don't know which one—I have named 
two already, Xickas and Smitzes. The statement which 
was furnished Mr. Stamates about April 6, 1926 is a copy 
of the statement which I filed March 11, 1926; April came 
after !March and ^Ir. Stamates was visiting Jacksonville 
and he asked me for a copy and I gave it to him. 

I don’t think I mailed a copy of that statement to every 
member of the Council; I had several. 

Thereupon there was otTered l)y counsel for defendant 
and admitted in evidence allidavit dated April 6, 1926, De¬ 
fendant's Plxhibit 7, which reads as follows: 

(To be supplied) 

43 Whereupon there was offered and received in evi- 
<lence and] read to the jury “Defendant's Kxhibit 

8,” which reads as follows: 

“Washington, D. C., February 3rd, 1926. 

“Submitted to the Supreme Council of the Ahe])a in 
session at the lleachpiarters, 1124-8 Investment Iluilding, 
Washington, D. C. 

“Gentlemen : 

“I demand thelimpeachment of V. I. Chebilhes, Supreme 
President of the Ahepa, on the following grounds: 

“Attempted assault on mo in his room at the Drake 
I Hotel, Chicago, Illinois, on October 3rd, 1923, in the after- 
! noon. 
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‘^Mr. Chebitlies rapi)od at the door which cojnmunicated 
the room T was occupying with that which hje and Mrs. 
Chebitlies were assigned to, and wlien I heard mv name 
called 1 went to the door, opened it and found Mir. Chebitlies 
standing there. He asked me to come into his which 

I did thinking he wanted to discuss some matter about the 
Order. He attacked mo, threw me over one of the beds and 
attempted to assault mo. I pleaded with him to let me go; 
I reminded him of the loyalty that I had given to the Ahepa 
and how I had worked all thru the year helping him in every 
way. When I realized that I could not get awaj\’ from him 
and that my strength was giving out T threatened to scream 
for hel]). At this I managed somehow to wriggle out of his 
grasp, jumped across the bed. T got over to tlie door and 
into mv own room where I fell on mv bed, exhausted and 
unnerved. i 

‘‘Subscribed and sworn to before me, this 8rd day of 
Februarv, 1926. 

* ^ ! 

Notary Puhli^y 7). (7.'^ 

Whereupon the witness was shown Defendant’s Exhibit 
A to the deposition of Oeorge S. Smitzes bud identi- 

44 tied the signature thereon as hers. | 

The witness was also shown a letter iji^i^h'r date 
of Dec. 15, 1926, Defendant’s Exhibit B to the jdeposition 
of the witness George J. Willias, and identifidd the sig¬ 
nature thereon as hers. i 

I 

(Said Exhibits appear in this record in conndction with 

the testimonv of the witnesses Smitzes and Willjas.) 

• 1 

i 

45 As a result of this alleged injury T suffe^-ed a mis¬ 
carriage. I had Dr. Cleans, who is now inj Texas. I 

have an affidavit from him. There is no testim 9 ny of his 
taken on notice to the other side. I do not eicpect him 

here. i 

T know 'Mr. John Del\ross, Jacksonville, Fla. $oon after 
T went to .Tacksonville T went to the Fraternity meeting 
there, at which he presided. I had conversationsi with him 
in his restaurant about ^fr. Chebitlies. I did not|there say 
to him that Mr. Chebitlies was one of the linesti men and 
friends I ever had; did not say that in substance^ I don’t 
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recall savin<»* anvthiii<>- kiiullv or friiMidlv "Mr. 

• » » • • • 

Chebitlies to .Mr. John Dc^Foss. I iniicht have s])okoii about 
his reelection but am not certain, did not say I had ^reat 
admiration for his di^aiitv of chai'acter; 1 donv that. 


Thomas Price, a \vitiu‘ss for plaintitT, testified: 

I married plaintiff .\u.<rnst *2*2, 1925, at Wasliing-ton, D. C. 
I was then livinix at 14th and K t(‘ni])orarily, Ixvause I 
travel a lireat deal. 1 was tlnni workinii* for a Xew York 
concern and made mv honu‘ in Florida; 1 was workinix for 
a real estate firm, an individual known as I>arri‘ll, I think, 
or Burrell. I continiUMl woi-k for him down tiuu'o alxuit 
a year. At this time T am employi'd for mysidf. My olliec' 
is in the Dare R\iildin,e:, Jacksonville. .Vftm- 1 marri(‘d I 
left on th(‘ ev(‘ninii’ <>f Auiiust 251 h, li>25, for Jacksonvilh^. 
After that I ne.xt saw my wif(‘ about 11.2)0 on the ni.uht of 
October 16. 'WhCiii she arrivi‘d and 1 met her on the plat¬ 
form T noticed she was in a hiirhlv nervous state*; 1 ob- 
served nothin^: but llu* iu‘i‘vous strain. 

After this we* live'd tOL*-t‘tli(‘r in Jacksonville* e-ontinuallv. 
I came to '\Vashin<»:te)n with .Mrs. Price* in Fe*bruary, 1926. 
Referrin<>: to the itinie* betwe‘cn Oe-tobeu* 16 aiul February, 
1926, fe)r several wee*ks Mrs. Prie-e* woulel wake ii]) 
46 in the niirlit hvsterical aiul call out and mumble. 

After se‘veral ni.n-hts of that, maybe* three niiilits 
about, if contimu'd, she velle*d out *‘()h, take him awav from 
me” or ‘‘Take him e)ff of me": and 1 imnu*eliately not u]) 

and found she was in a hii»"hlv hvsterie*al nervous conelitie)n. 

• • 

I gave her some areunatics aiul gradually epiiete‘el her aiul 
persuaded her to ge) to a doedeir for tre‘atme*nt. That oc¬ 
curred some time during December the fii'st time*, tlie euirly 
part of December. M’hen she maeh* this statement 1 was 
asleep and 1 we)ke'iUi) coulel just h(*ar the mumbling at 
times. The fact that she woke* me* up was that lu*!* arm hit 
me acreiss the face*, in he*r struggle*, .\bout the* middle* ]):irt 
of January, 1926, I tirst learne‘d what eu-ciirred in Chicago. 
1 left for AVashington abe)ut the 2iul of Fe‘bruary, a fe‘W 
davs before the Councillors* Tne(‘ting. 

At present I am living in Jacksonville* with my wife, at 
our home, 218 E. Church St. 
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I 

On cross examination Thomas Price testifie^l: 

1 am now a dnie: l)rokor in Jacksonville and not in the 
real estate business. '^Phe business had to be closed up 
while I am awav. This time we arrived herejon the 12th 
of this month; and we were here two or three jmonths ago, 
for, I think, ap]u*oximately six weeks. During that time 
my business was closed, t have no business here of any 
material note. I 

Around the middle of Januarv I heard frdm mv wife 
what happened in Chicago. Naturally T discussed with her 
what she was going to do about it. We first discussed the 
matter of suit after we arrived in Washington. As to 
whether I mean we had not discussed it in any way, with 
reference to litigation, until we got to Washington: that 
de])ended entirely on the advice of counsel wliep we got to 
Washington. As to discussing with her tlje matter of 
47 consulting a reliable counsel when we gqt to Wash¬ 
ington, we discussed several ways of briijiging it up, 
bi-inging uj) this charge in the Council I'oom, the next 
meeting of the Councilmen, which was in February. 

She told me why she had kept (piiet and silent so long 
about the matter; and when T first learned theifacts I be¬ 
came verv indignant and advised her to take I immediate 
steps. On the advices of both of us, after talkiing it over, 
she decided she would come to AVashington. I think the 
employment of counsel was mutually understood; I did not 
suggest it in the first instance. 1 advised it. j I did not 
consult couns(‘l in Jacksonville about it before T jeame here. 

When w(‘ came to AVashington wo saw AIr.| Schwartz 
b(‘fore w(‘ went to lh(‘ Snpivune Council. It \^as not on 
counsePs advice that 1 had my wife go before thb Supreme 
(k)uncil and make charg(‘s against Air. Chebithes. AVe 
waited on the outcome of what the Councilmen slaid before 
we decided to (‘liter suit. 1 did not go before tlije Council; 
did not go before any one to discuss this matte^r; did not 
go before Air. Nixon or Air. Smitzes. Wo. did not together 
go before those gentlemen and make a complaint against 
Air. diebithes, and tell them, in substance tha^. we were 
there to make this complaint and that unless t^e matter 
were settled it would be brought to the attention Of the pub¬ 
lic and injure the Ahepa. I deny that. Smitzes |nd Nixon 
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asked us for an appointment to discuss the matter. We 
kept the appointment and discussed it. We did not say 
we were tliere to press charges against Chehithes and that 
it would injure tlie Aliepa; did not say that unless it was 
settled and they,paid exi)enses and counsel fees, we would 
file suit. They did the talking at the time. We did no 
talking. They put the questions to us entirely, to see 
48 if they could possibly effect a settlement. I didn’t 

commit mvself in anv wav about a settlement. The 

* ^ ^ 

meeting was held in a little room off the mezzanine floor of 
the Franklin Hotel. We were not stopping there and don't 
know whether they were or not. The meeting was there 
at their suggestion, I believe*. 

Mrs. Price was verv nervous when 1 met lier at the 
station. I took her to see a nerve specialist or doctor soon 
after she got to Jacksonville, about two weeks after that. 
I know where his office was but don't recall his name. I 


took her there twice; the visits were about 15 minutes; they 
were in the latter ])art of December. The doctor's office 
was on the thirdi or fourth floor, St. James Building; if I 
can think of his name 1 will tell vou. He gave her a tonic 
to take over a period of two weeks, I believe, in order to 
(piiet her nerves and stimulate her. Dr. .Means treated her 
when she was pregnant. 1 don't know whether he consulted 
with the nerve specialist as to her condition; I did not ask 
for a consultation between them. 1 judge he saw her at 


least 5 or (5 times. His office is in the Professional Building. 


1 don't know that Mrs. Price was a highly strung woman, 
and nervous at tlie time I married her, long before I knew 
her, or that she has been of a highly strung temperament all 
her life, since she matured. 1 had known her about two 
years or so before we married. This miscarriage occurred 
the latter ])art of Fel)ruary, 1926. I would say she was 
])regnant when I brought her to Washington the 3rd of 
February, at that time about 8 or 10 weeks i)regnant alto¬ 
gether, 1 should judge. At the time of the miscarriage it 
was at least three months. L mean bv 8 or ten weeks she 


had advance- about that period. When she came to Wash¬ 
ington in February, the pregnancy was somewhere around 
8 to 10 weeks advanced; I don’t know just exactly. 
49 In about two weeks after that a miscarriage occurred. 
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in Jacksonville. Dr. Means tended her then; she did not 
go to a hos})ital; it was not necessary; he saidlit was not 
necessary. He came to the house and examined ^nd treated 
her for tliis too early birth. i 

I told counsel about these two doctors having treated my 
wife. 1 did not discuss the matter of taking their deposi¬ 
tions. I told them of the condition; that was iall. I did 
mention to Mr. Schwartz that she had been taking treat¬ 
ment for her nerves for some time. I can not; remember 
what I told liim about this particular time thait a doctor 
treated her for nervousness in December, 192^. I don’t 
recall whether I told !Mr. Schwartz or not when I was up 
here that my wife had been treated here in February for 
a miscarriage, bv Dr. Means. I do not recall about Mrs. 
Price ever telling him about either one of these jdoctors or 
treatments, in my presence, until recently, aftef we came 
here for the trial of this case. 

I testified that I was working for a man named Burrell, 
lie was an operator who left Jacksonville for iCalifornia 
shortly after the boom died; Burrell 1 believe he spelled 
his name, lie had a ground fioor office on Laurel; St. across 
from the Elks Club. 1 have desk room in the office in the 
Adams Building, Jacksonville. It is the office; of S. A. 
Brick, real estate broker, room 219 Adams Building; I have 
desk room there. Mv name is not on the door. I have not 
opened an office in Washington during these visi^ here. 

Within the last day or so I had a conversation relative 
to this case with Mr. Wood of the Investment l^uilding. 

‘‘Q. Did you say to Mr. Wood, in substance,; that you 
were going to prosecute this case for your wife^ and you 
liad ^Ir. C/hebitlies’ record and he had real estate in 
50 Kentucky and Washington, and “you w^re going 
after him, and see that he didn’t have it there long, 
or words to that effect ? Did vou have that conversation f” 

* , I 

A. I had a conversation. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Did you have a similar conversation?” | 


“Tlie Court: He said ‘Yes.’ 




I did not have a conversation to that same etjpect, with 
Dr. Demas, a couple of days ago, in his office in jthis city; 
1 didn’t refer to that. I did have a conversation|with him 
on the subject of this suit. I did not tell him that I had 


I 
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Air. Cliebitlies' record, and it was lilack, and he had prop¬ 
erty in Kentucky and AVashiiii^ton, and 1 would prosecute 
tills suit for my wife to get damages, in substance; I did 
not say any part of that in substance, lie asked me a few 
questions regarding Chebithes and I replied to him, and 
he mentioned a few facts, and asked me one question, did 
1 know any ])ersonal things. 1 said, “Why, of course.” 
He said “Well, I know ])lenty myself." lie said he knew 
plenty of them himself, and, of course, he inquired for Mrs. 
Price. 

I am stopping here in Washington on (Connecticut Ave¬ 
nue. 1 did not stop the last time I was here for several 
weeks at the Powhatan Hotel: the first time we did. 


Andrew Nickas, a witness for plaintiff, testified by depo¬ 
sition as follows: 

I live at Kitz Ilolel, (Canton, Ohio. Am an attornev at 

7 7 • 

law. I have known plaintiff since January, 1925, and 
known (kdeiidant since January, 1925. 1 am a member of 

the Ahe])a. Defendant is a member of the Ahepa. In Oc¬ 
tober, li)25, he was President of the Ahe])a. Mrs. Price 
was then employed as stenographer at Ahepa headquarters. 
I do not know how long she had been employed by Ahepa 
prior to October, 1925, but it was over a year, doing gen¬ 
eral otlice work, taking dictation and answering cor- 
50-u respondeiice. Defendant (Jiebitlies dictated to her 
all the answers to the correspondence. I was at the 
Ahepa (’onvention at ('hicago in October, 1925, and saw 
and talked to both parties there. IIead()uarters in (Jiicago 
were at the Drake Hotel. 

The Supreme Lodge of Ahepa met in Washington in Feb¬ 
ruary, 192b, at liead([uarters, 1124 Investment Building. 
Defendant was then President and was present at the meet¬ 
ing. At this meeting defendant stood up and said, “Gen¬ 
tleman, upon my word of honor as a Alasoii and as an 
Ahepan, she (Mrs. Price) is lying. That woman was not 
in my hotel room at any time." There were jiresent all 
the members of the Supreme Lodge, about 12 of us. After¬ 
wards 1 discussed with defendant his statement about Mrs. 
Price; this was at our ollice, 1124 Investment Building; 
no one else was [)reseiit. 
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The conversation Avas a couple of weeks after [Mrs. Price 
appeared before the Supreme Lodge and made the accu¬ 
sations, when Miss O’Leary, one of our stenographers told 
me that she (Miss O’Leary) had already gope to Mrs. 
Price’s lawver and signed sworn statements in reference 
to Chebithes and Mrs. Price affair. 1 immedi^itelv went 
to the adjoining office wliich was then occupi(bd by Mr. 
Chebithes, he was there reading, so I sat dowu and told 
him, “I have just been informed that Miss O'Leary was 
over to Mrs. Price's lawyer and gave some dairjaging tes¬ 
timony against you.” ‘‘Ill's be damned,” he iremarked. 
‘^You see Nickas," lie said, “You can not trust aiiyone any 
more.” Then I asked him, “Xow tell me just kvhat hap¬ 
pened in that hotel?” Then he said, “Weil, I’ll tell you. 
Do you remember when 1 entered the ball roi)m at the 
Drake Hotel, and the people gave me that dem(|nstration, 
that ovation?” I said “I do.” “Well, Mrs. Price was in 
that crowd and she remarked ‘I feel like gj)ing down 
51 there, put my arms around him and kiss him.’ Now, 
a couple Ahepans heard her say that and <‘ame over 
and told me about it, so 1 thought if that is t\i^ way she 
feels, I might as well give her a chaiu'c. So ydien Mrs. 
Chebithes left Chicago, 1 called ^Irs. Price into imy room, 
but I did not satisfy her, I guess.” I 

I was present at this so-called ovation whicji the de¬ 
fendant says he received at the Drake Hotel iiij Chicago. 
I was not anywhere near Mrs. Price at that time. I did 
not hear her sav at that time or at anv other fime that 

* * I 

she would like to place her arms around the defeikdant and 
kiss him. I did not hear her say anything like thfit in sub¬ 
stance. I 


52 Miss Lorena O’Leary, a witness for plaintiff, testi¬ 
fied: i 


I live at 937 Princess 8t., N. W.; have lived in "kVashing- 
ton all my life and am now employed at the office of the 
Ahepa. Have been there since November, 1924|; at that 
time 1 was a stenographer. i\Irs. Price was then employed 
there. I worked in room 1124 and she worked in 1124. We 
had two rooms, 1124 and 1128. At the time of the Chicago 
convention, September or October, 1925, I was emi[)loyed by 
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the Ahepa, and went to the eonvention with Mr. and .Mrs. 
Cliebithes and !Mrs. Price. We left for Chicaixo Satnrdav 
the 2Gtli: the convention started .Moiidav; we arrived in 
Chicau'o Smulav even ini;-. 

Poiivention head(iuarters wei'e in the Drake Hotel; we 
had the room in that hotel next to .Mr. and .Mrs. ('hehithes; 
1 do not n‘meTnh(‘r the nnni]>c‘r: hv ‘*wc*" i mean Mi's. Pi'ice 
and I. Diirint*' the convention I worked in t!ie oftice all dav, 
at resolutions, diff(*rent lett(*rs, and thine-s like tliat. The 

convention lasted from ^londav until Fridav. M'e staved 

• • • 

there until Simdav afternoon. .Ml convention activities 

» 

were over Fridav. .\fter it was over, on Saturdav W(‘ 

* • 

jnicked records, i^-ot ready to iro hom(‘. Sunday inorniiii;* 

1 went to church. We left in the afternoon. Saturday .Mrs. 
Price and I pack(*d records down in the ollice until hetween 

2 and M o'clock; then we wcmt hack to our room; .she was 
with me ail this time. In the room I helped Inn* put records 
in the trunk and pack her clothes. 

While we were in the room .Mr. Chehithes called Miss 
McXamee. 1 don't recall how loiii^ it was after we came 
U]) to the room when I heard him call lu‘r. I heard him 
say “Miss .Mac," and she went in the other room, and 
shortlv after that she canu* hack, exciti‘d, :nul said “I had 
a terrible time in there with Fhehithes,'’ and she walked 
u]) and do;wn the floor. So 1 went to iivt her a drink, 
ho and whcniiJ came ]>ack she was lyine; on the bed, so 
I didn't ask any more (juestions but went on linish- 
in^ l)ackini;-. When 1 heard him callintc “Miss Mac” the 
door throuu’h which we enter our room w;is (*Iosed; 1 don't 
remember whether it was locked. The bath was in our 
room, riirht off our room. I the water for her from 
the bath room and after I e.‘ot the water I saw her Iviner 
across the bed; I think that she lav tliere about half an 


hour, an hour or half an hour. While she was lyin^* across 
the bed tlu*n* was a noise or knock and she said to me 
“Don't e'o to the door.” I heard no voice at the time of 
the knock and don't know what door the knock was on. 
It seems to me as thoui»’h there were two doors, one to 
our room, ami one to Mr. Cliebithes’ room; I don’t know 
whether it was our door open or whether it was his door, 
or whether it was to our room. I remember which dooi* 
she went through when he called “Miss Mac,” but don't 
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know whether the knock a half hour afterwards was on 
the same door. When she came back in she secerned ex¬ 
cited and lier face was iliislied. After this I regained in 
the room until around about 7:30, between 7 :f>0 and 8; 
then went out to get something to eat. We did jnot eat in 
the hotel, but went outside; I think Mrs. Price|had some 
tea; I don’t remember what she ate. | 

There was no time from the time we came intoj our room 
after packing the records in the early Saturday jafternoon 
with her, until we went to dinner, that Mrs. P^dee and I 
were separated, except for the time we went c^ut of the 
room and then returned; 1 think we were togetl|er all the 
time. 1 think ]Mrs. Price was gone about ten minfutes when 
she went out in answer to that call, “Miss Mac.”! She was 

• • • ^ i 

dressed in a little tan and pink serge dress; she was not 
dressed in a kimona; she was dressed in the s^me dress 
she had worn during the morning in the office. | 


54 


On cross examination the witness testified: 


I have been with Mrs. Price during the trial|; came to 
court with her and went to lunch with her. Since! she came 
here for the i)urpose of the case she came to my pffice once 
and 1 saw her then. I have not seen her anj^yhere else 
during the last two weeks and have not talked with her on 
the telephone. She didn’t talk directly to me about the case 
when I went to lunch with her today; she might have said 
something. Mr. Price and some friend of hers, I don’t 
know who it is, were along. I don’t think it was ja witness 
in the case. Thev did not tell me at luncheon what Mrs. 

•' I 

Price swore to this morning. They did not tell me any¬ 
thing about the testimony; they talked among themselves, 
but not as to what she had said. T can not remerhber anv- 
thing thev said she said this morning. i 

In February, 192(1, I made an affidavit in this base, and 
know what was in it. !Mrs. Price asked me to make it; she 
did not take me to her lawyer’s office. It was not brought 
to me already ])repared: I wrote it myself. I haven’t it 
and don’t know where it is now. I was not told di^ring this 
trial I had better be careful about my testimony, that I had 
made an affidavit about this case. | 

At this hotel, if I recall correctly, they gave uf a room 
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down the* hall, and Mrs. (Iivhithcs sai<l ‘‘Why not have the 
.skirls next to ns?'- 1 never talked to Mrs. Price about Mrs. 

Cliebitlies inakinu’ tliat suu'i;*esti(>n: I think it was made in 
^Irs. Price's ]>resence. In vic*w of tliis siiu-ii-estion it was 
arran. 2 :ed tliat we ir(*t a room ad.joinimi: tlieirs and we went 
into that room Saturdav ev(‘ninu: Ix'fore the conv(‘ntion met 
on Monday. AVe liad a pleasant ti’ip out th(‘re with Mr. and 
^Irs. Chebithes. Thev were th(*re fi*om the Saturdav we 

arrived and took our room until the followiuir Sun- 

bo (lav when Mrs. rh(*bi1hes W(‘nt awav; 1 don't know 
• • 

wlu‘n she left. On tin* train T think I h(*ard them say 
she was i^oimj: to Towa: did not h(*ar them say when. T 
don't know as a fact wh(‘n sin* left : T think it was Saturday 
mornini!:, lu'cansi* 1 didn't sec* lu'r there Sunday. I saw her 
tliere Fi'iday nii^bt. T don't know whether she was in lier 
room Friday niirht or not. 

Tin* i-oimh dia.ii-ram, now shown nn*. of tin* ari'anirement 
of tin* rooms and hall betw('(‘n, with a door into each room 
from tin* hall, so tliat in oi'd<*i- to iret into my I'oom from 
Mr. (l!(*bilh(‘s' I'oom yon ('nt(*i'(‘d this hall and then went 
ai'oiind, is not rieht. -\s 1 i-t‘eall, ihei'e was a had h(*]*e. 
and a dooi* hm^i* into our room, and a door into his room: 
and th(*n lH‘lwe(*n that there* was a dooi* iiito our room. T 
tliink th(*r(* W(*r(* two doors b('tw(*(‘n the* two roonrs. Mr. 
F]H*bithes kmx'lo'd on tin* door I indicate*, tin* intervi'nint:: 
door. Th(*re is a litth* hall b(‘tw(*(‘n his room and our rooTU 
at tlie |>oi!it whei’e tin* door op(*ns: that is wh(*re the knock 
was. AVln*!! T Imard tin* kmx-k and call tln*r(* was nothin^: 
unnsnal about it. As to In'ai'inu' him eall h(*r b(‘fo]-(* fro’u 
his room to (‘oun* in tln^n* to do work dnrimr the coiivention, 
1 r(*nn‘mb(*i* om* (‘ve'ninii’ he ealh‘d, but >he wouldn't .a’o that 
evening.': 1 answered fro’n tin* room mys(‘lf. T did not "o in 
tlien* and do any work for him. I do not n'lnemlx*!- how 
many tim(*s Mr:^. Pri(*e was in the room of Mr. :ind Mrs. 
Clu*bilhes while tin* conv(*ntion was ii-oimr on. T do not n*- 
m(*mb(*r any other time slu* was in tlu're at all. I r(*nn*m- 
l)er he was in our room oinn* talking: over the bnsi]n*ss of 
Alu'pa durinu’ the ('onv(‘n1ion: that is all T can remember. 
T was never in bis room while Mrs. rh(*bitln*s was in there 
and lie was away. As far as T know, T don't rennunlx'r ^^rs. 
Price beincr in tln*re. As to anv woi-k b(*in‘j: done in (*it]n'r 
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of llie rooms with rof(*r(Mico to tlio husiness of Aliopa, while 
tlie convention was g'oing on, T reniemher lonce Mr. 
50 C'liebithes came in and talked to us about | different 
business matters, but that was all; there was no dic¬ 
tation or ])rei>aration of resolutions in the hot^l rooms. 
That was done on the mezzanine floor. i 

Up to this Saturday morning* everything h|ad gone 
smoothly and i)leasantly with everybody. As far afe 1 know, 
everything was all right. AVe were invited to thel bampiet 
and he in the evening called ^liss Mac, and she|couldn’t 
go at that time, and so 1 answered him from ihy room. 
He asked hm* to take' some notes, and she said she jvould go 
down and take notes from the balcony but she would not go 
as a guest and sit at the table and take notes. Slnji did not 
go at all to the bampiet that night. We did not i|*o to the 
bampiet that evening about ll.oO or 12; we wept to the 
I'oom. We did not go to the baiKpiet. 1 was inyited. I 
didn't go because 1 didn't know anybody else. |I didn’t 
go because she didn't go: 1 didn't know any one apd didn’t 
want to go bv mvself. 1 don't know whv she did liot go to 
the bamiiud. She said ‘‘I won't go as a guest take 
notes.” It was Tuesday night. 1 don't know whether he 
had a conversation with her the ne.xt day and ci*itid|ised her 
for not attending and pi‘i*t'orming the duty he asked her to 
perform. J heard her tell him she wouldn't go as|a guest 
and take notes and he replied “Forget about it.’l As to 
whether she forgot ab(-)ut it that evening, I don’t rebiember 
much about it. 1 did not liear her talk about the dicideiit 
afterwards or tell any one she felt mistreated by rykison of 
that; 1 didn't hear anything more about it. As 1 recall, he 
made that reiiuest of her Tuesday, the night of tjhe ban¬ 
quet. She went ahead after that and performed thb duties 
of secretary to the President and so did 1. | 

“Miss Mac” was the common designation iof Mrs. 
57 Price by Mr. Fhebithes, the usual name givep her by 
others associated with her in business; 1 had heard 
several jieople call her that. 1 don't know wliethei] nearly 
all the otlicials called her by that name. I called he^c Miss 
McNainee. i 

When I heard that knock 1 don't remember what I saw 

I 

by the opening of the door or if she just pulled it ppen or 
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down the hall, and Mrs. (Iivhithes said “Why not have the 
^j?irls ne.xt to ns?" 1 never talked to .Mrs. Price ahont Mrs. 
Chehithes inakiin<;* that sny.i;’estion: I think it was made in 
!Mrs. Price’s presence. In view of this snu’u'estion it was 
arranii*ed that we ,iret a rooi»i adjoininic theirs and we went 
into that room Satnrdav (‘xamim;* before the coinamtion met 
on ^londay. W(‘ had a ]>leasant ti’ip ont thmv with Mr. and 

Mrs. Chebithos. Phev w(‘i‘(‘ th(‘re fi-om the Satnrdav we 

• • 

ari'ived and took onr room imtil tlu‘ followin.ir Snn- 

55 dav when Mi's. (di(‘bithes W(*nt a wav; 1 don't know 

• • 

wluMi slie l(‘ft. On the train 1 think I h(‘ard them say 
she was iifoin’j: to Towa: did not h(‘ar tlnmi say wlum. T 
don't know as a fact wlnm sli(‘ h‘ft : T think it was Saturday 
mornini::, becansc* 1 didn't see her there* Sunday. I saw her 
th(‘ro Friday niMit. T (b)n't know wh(*ther she was in her 
room Friday niirhl or not. 

'I'ln* ronu'h diai;-ram. now shown me*, of tin* arranu:ement 
of tin* roenns and hall brtw»‘(‘n, with a door into (*ach room 
from tin* hall, so tliat in or<ler to iret into my room from 
.Mr. (1i(‘bith(‘s' room yon (‘iiteo'ed this hall and then went 
around, is not rb^-ht. .\s I recall, tli(‘r«* was a hab Ino'e*. 
and a do<n' b<‘]'<* into onr room, and a door into his room: 
and then b(‘tw(‘(*n that thm'e* was a dof)r into onr room. T 
think th(‘re wi‘rc two doors betw(*en the* two rooms. Mr. 
(du'bithes knoeka'd on tin* door I indicate*, the* int(‘rv('nin.<:: 
door. There is a little* hall b(*tw(*en his roe>m anel onr room 
at the point wliere* the doe>r op<*ns: that is whe're the* knoe‘k 
was. Wbe'ii T heard the* kma-k anel e-all the're was nothin^: 
nnimnal about it. As to hearing' him e-all he‘r be'fe)re from 
his re)e)m te) e-e>me* in tbe*re‘ te> eb) we)rk elnriim* tile* conve*ntion, 
T ]'(*me‘mbe*r erne* e*ve‘nini;' he* e*alle*el, bnt >he weinlebi't Li'e) that 
evening’: 1 answere‘el from tin* room myse*lf. T eliel neit p,'o in 
there* and ele> any weirk fe^r him. I ele) mit re‘membe*r how 
many time*s ^Ir.<. Prie-e was in the re)om of Mr. anel Mrs. 
Che*biihes while the* conve*ntie)n was u'oinir on. T eh) not re*- 
me*mbe‘r any e)ther time she* was in the*re at all. I reme*m- 
ber he was in onr room e)ne*e* talkinir over the* business of 
Alu'pa dnrinu' the ce)nventie)n: tliat is all T can reme*mber. 
T was never in his room while* Mrs. rhed)ithe*s was in there 
and lie was away. As far as T know. T don't reme*mbe‘r ]\rrs. 
Price beinc;' in there. As to any we)rk be‘imr done in e*ithe*r 
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of tlie rooms willi rofi'roiice to llie l)iisinoss of Alictpu, while 
the convention was g'oin^ on, I renieinher jonce Mr. 
5G (’he])ithes came in and talked to us aboutjdilTerent 
business matters, but tliat was all; there wiiis no dic¬ 
tation or preparation of resolutions in the rooms. 

That was done on the mezzanine door. i 

Up to this Saturday morning- everything had gone 
smoothly and ])leasantly with everybody. As far as 1 know, 
everything was all right. We were invited to tliel banquet 
and he in the evening called Miss Mac, and she|couldn’t 
go at that time, and so 1 answered him from iiiy room, 
lie asked hm* to take some notes, and she said she would go 
down and take notes fi-om the balcony but she would not go 
as a guest and sit at the table and tak(‘ notes. 8h<i did not 
go at all to the ban<iuet that night. We did not go to tlie 
baiKiuet that evening about 11.50 or 12: we weiit to the 
room. We did not go to the baicpiet. 1 was inyited. I 
didn't go ])ecause 1 didn't know anybody else, jl didn’t 
go because she didn't go: I didn't know anv one and didn’t 
want to go 1)V mvself. 1 don't know whv she did not go to 
the baiKpud. She said ‘‘I won't go as a guest nnd take 
notes.'’ It was Tuesday night. I don't know wlibther he 
had a conversation with her the m‘xt day and criticjised her 
for not attending and ])err()rming the duty he askeU her to 
perform. J heard her tell him she wouldn't go as! a guest 
and take notes and he replied “Forget about it.’j As to 
whether she forgot about it that evening, I don’t re!|member 
much about it. 1 did not hear her talk about the incident 

i 

afterwards or tell any one she felt mistreated by r(|jason of 
that; 1 didn't hear anything more about it. As I rbcall, he 
made that re<iuest of her Tuesday, the night of tjhe ban¬ 
quet. She went ahead after that and perform(‘d th^‘ duties 
of secretary to the President and so did 1. | 

“Miss Mac” was the common designation iof Mrs. 
57 Price by Mr. ('hebitlies, the usual name given her by 
others associated with her in business; I had heard 
several peo})le call her that. 1 don't know whetheii nearly 
all the ofiicials called her by that name. 1 called heire Aliss 
McXamee. i 

When I heard that knock I don’t remember what I saw 
by the opening of the door or if she just pulled it bpen or 


I 

I 

I 


I 
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liacl to do anything to get it open. I don't know if it was 
locked. 1 don't remember that I heard the turning of a 
bolt as slie opened the door. I can't state whether the 
door was kept docked or not. The little hallway between 
the two rooms had been used by Mrs. Chebithes in coming 
into the other room. I did not hear anything from 
58 the time, ^Irs. Price left tlie room, in'response to 
the knock and call, until she came back into our room. 
It was about ten minutes from the time she left until she 
came back; I have no special circumstance to remind me 
of the time; that is my best impression. When she came, 
she came back in a hurry. I don't remember whether she 
opened the door with a bang or quietly. I don't remember 
whether our door was opened or closed after she went out 
towards his room; all 1 remember is that she went and came 
back. I cannot remem])er whether she clnsed the door be¬ 
hind her as she went out. Between the rooms were two 
doors, one from our room into the hall, and one into his 
room. I cannot recall whether our door was closed after 
she stepped out of our room. I noticed slie was excited; 
Tier fac'e was flushed and slie was excited. 


As to whether she is of a nervous, excitable tempera¬ 
ment anyhow, well, she always worked very (piick. If any¬ 
thing went wrong, when there was an argument, or dispute, 
or criticism, she always kept her head. 

I talked to ■Mr. Chebithes about this case recently; I 


don’t remember if it was last Saturdav; it was within the 


last few days. We mentioned the case before, and he asked 


me what I remembered about this case and I told him. As 


for his askine: me if I saw anvthing unusual about the 
nervous condition of Mrs. Price and mv saving ‘‘No, noth- 
ing more than usual,” I never said that. I don’t recall 
that; I said she was excited. 


“Q. I ask you if you haven't stated to Mr. Nicholson, in 
response to his questions, when he talked with you about a 
month or so agoiabout this case, that she was nervous; and 
if he did not ask you if there was anything unusual about 
her nervousness, and you said ‘No, no more than usual’! 

A. Yes, he asked if she was not usually nervous and 
59 excited, and I said ‘Yes, nervous and excited’; but 
this time. I don't know; I knew something was 
wrong.” 




I did not assume notiiing was wrong more than ja possible 

argument about some business; 1 tliouglit it was something 

else. As to wlietlier 1 luul thought it was anything unusual 

until after I was asked to sign an aflidavit, well, \yhen Mrs. 

Price said those things to me in the room, when Mrs. Price 

told me those words in the room, I felt that something was 

wrong at the time. It is not true that !Mr. Chebithes asked 

me whether or not 1 thought there was anything!wrong in 

their conduct and that 1 said “Xo, I didn’t, because I didn’t 

think you were that kind of a man.” 1 did not sayi anything 

like llial to him. In fact 1 told him 1 thought jjomething 

was wrong, lie said “Well, was there anything unusual 

about the wav she said it P’ I said “Bv the wav she said it 
* * •' 1 . 

I knew there was something wrong.” Bv “something 

wrong” I mean 1 thought he had insulted her sejme way; 

I don't know how. She had on this little dress ^vhen she 

left, and wore it hack. When she came back in th!e room— 

' I 

her hair was a curly bob; I don’t know whether it was 
messed up. What I was im])ressed about, she wasj nervous, 
and her face was lluslied. I don’t know whetheriher hair 


was mussed up. She had a serge dress on, and it iis a dress 
that doesn't muss; you couldn't tell from that; itj was not 
torn. It was a one-piece dress and the whole djress was 
intact and not lorn. I don't know whether her j^tockings 
were on in good order. I did not notice anvthinglunusual. 
She had shoes on. She had nothing in the way oi decora¬ 
tions or ornaments on her dress, no trimmings. Iti was not 

• ' o j 

torn and in no sense disordered when she came bat*k that I 
recall. She went over and lav on a bed about half hn hour: 

that is the way I recall it. I gave her a '^Irink of 
GO water, and then I went on packing; I dop’t know 
wlietlier I finished in half an hour or not. i^fter she 
lay on the bed for half an hour, she came over and helped 
me. I think she helped me finish the packing; I dofi’t know 
what she did. 1 think after she got up she came cjver and 
helped me pack. -Slien we left the room it was ab(|)ut 7.30. 
This knock came late in the afternoon, between 3 and 3. 
After she lay on the bed about a half hour or so, fiiom that 
time up until 7 she and I were packing. I was packing the 
whole time from 3.30 to 7. She was helping me. i\Ve had 
to finish packing and dress for dinner. Tlien we jdressed 
for dinner and went out. We went around the cornier from 


/ 
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the hotel for dinner, wliere we luul been going for our 
meals during tlie week. We left the room at 7.30 and went 
downstairs, and stop})ed for a while to talk to one of the 
men, and I think by the time we got back it was about 9.30, 
or somewhere along to 10 o'clock. Then we retired. Next 
day we came home. In the parly on the train coming back 
were Mr. Polas and Mr. Cormas. Miss McXamee and I 
occupied one lower berth coming back. The gentlemen had 
a drawing room. During the trip we had conversation with 
these gentlemen. They were members of the Ahepa; Mr. 
Cormas was an ofiicer; ]\Ir. Polas was another lodge 
member. 

As to whether on that train coming back she talked 
about iMr. Chebitlies and his general attitude and conduct 
towards her, his character and his manliness: 1 don’t re¬ 
member her conversation; they talked about so many things, 
I don’t remember. She did not state to me or to them in my 
presence anything about this assault. She did not on the 
way home comment on the kindly treatment which he gave 
her, nor sav anything about the unkindlv treatment of Mr. 
Chebitlies. 

When she came in Pebruarv 1 first heard her make 
G1 the complaint that she had been assaulted; It was 
our Supreme Lodge meeting; 1 think the 3rd. I 
cannot remember what she said first when she came to me in 
February and talked to me about this suit. I believe she 
asked me if 1 remembered the day she went into Mr. 
Chebitlies’ room and 1 said ‘‘1 remember it” and 1 remem¬ 
bered what she said when she came back. 1 don’t remem¬ 
ber whether I told her that 1 was greatly surprised to hear 
that storv or not. 

At the hotel, when she came into the room from !Mr. 
Chebitlies’ room 1 think 1 was standing between the beds; 
there were two beds and the papers were on the bed. I had 
been handing them to her to put in the trunk. When she 
came back from his room I was facing the window. Before 
she left the room I was handing her the papers to put in 
the trunk. T was facing toward the window when she went 
and when she came back. I didn’t have to turn around in 
order to see her as she came back; she came right in front 
of me. 
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On redirect examination the witness testified: i 

i 

1 

Like the door she came througli in coming back was right 
liere and the window was facing that way (ijidicating). 
The door was that way (indicating) on this hall.! Her dress 
was not a jersey; 1 think it was serge; it does not wrinkle. 

I 

On recross examination the witness testified: i 

I do not recall stating in substance, at the time of the 
conversation with Mr. Nicholson, that I had fol’gotten all 

. i 

about this incident and didn't I’cnnember anything about it 

* i ^ • 

until Mrs. Price came back in February and reipinded me 
of it. I don't remember that. 1 do not remem()er saving 
it had not made any imi)r(‘ssion on my smises. T (Jid not say 
I had forgotten. I think I told Mr. Nicholson that I thought 
1 didn't have much to do with the case: that i^ all 1 can 
remember. i 

62 There was a space between the two rooihs. From 
one door to the other when they were both closed I 
think was about two feet. The space was wide enough to 
walk through but the two doors were entirely separate. Im¬ 
mediately before she was summoned to the other lioom, Mrs. 
Price was down on the floor, ])utting the things in [the trunk, 
on her knees, and I was handing her papers to ^mt in her 
trunk. Her side was towards the door. When|she came 
back from the room she walked across the roorh once or 
twice and then I left to get her a drink of water; that is 
before she laid down. | 

i 

On redirect examination the witness testified; j 

When I had the conversation with Mr. Nichdlson, Air. 
Chebithes’ counsel, he came to Ahepa headquarters and 
talked to me, just once. I talked to Air. Ohebithe:; about it 
at the Ahepa, the first time was after February: when it 
was brought up we mentioned it several times in ^he office. 
But there was never anything said. There wafi nothing 
very definite said. He said he could not understand it. He 
was at that time Supreme President. T last talked to him 
about it (UK' day last week, T think Saturday, in [lie otTice. 
He holds no office at this time that brings him there. 


4-4811a 


1 

1 
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On recross examination the witness testified; 

Mr. Catsonis was present at the conversation with Mr. 
Chebithes andiwe three sat together. Mr. Catsonis is an 
officer of the Association and 1 talked with Mr. Chebithes 
in his presence. 

I was summoned to be a witness here, on both sides. 

Thereupon i\Ir. Schwartz, counsel for the plaintiff, an¬ 
nounced that his case in chief was closed, whereupon the 
trial was adjourned by the Court until the following morn¬ 
ing at 10 a. m. 

The following morning the trial was resumed and the fol¬ 
lowing occurred: 

Mr. ^IcXeill: Will your Honor permit me to recall Mrs. 
Price for one or two question? 

63 Thereupon Mrs. Madeline M. Price, plaintiff, re- 
railed bv the defendant for further cross-examina- 
tion, testified: 

Referring to mv testimony vesterdav, at the time I went 
over to the door to my room and opened it, Mr. Chebithes 
said “(’ome in. Miss ^lae'': those are the exact words he 
said. Ill* called to me to come in. 

Referring to statement in affidavit identified vesterdav, 
dated February 3, that ‘Air. Chebithes rapped at the door 
which communicated with the room 1 was occupying, with 
that which he and !Mrs. Chebithes were occupying,” it is 
correct to say that he tapped this way at the door (illus¬ 
trating), and as he tapped he called “^Miss Mac.” I think 

I raid that vesterdav. 1 did not sav that he called when 

% • * 

I made the affidavit because 1 didn’t put all the facts down 
in there; but that is the truth of the matter. I had on the 
same dress that I had been working in. 

A photograph Was made of Miss O'Leary and me but I 
do not believe it was that morning: it was early morning 
when I went out to breakfast. (After examining photo- 
grapli.) I remember the dress. It is a little silk dress I 
had on, but I can't say that that is the same time; I might 
have changed the dress when I was packing. To the best 
of mv recollection T did not change mv dress that mom- 
ing, but I had to wear something heavy on the train and 
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this was a very perishable silk dress. It is the dress I had 
on when the photograph was taken, that is evic^ent; but I 
don’t know whether or not it is was the same morning, and 
I don’t know whether or not I changed mv dress when I 
came back to work, because 1 would not be ver|’ likely to 
pack in a dress as perishable as tliis was. It wjould have 
been foolish. That is all I can sav about it. ; 


(Photograpli was marked defendant’s 
identification. 


Exhibit 7, for 


64 I have just stated that it would have been foolish 
to wear that j)erisliable dress, as I was going away 
after packing. I testified yesterday that I was not going 
away until tlie following Sunday, but I was pajeking my 
clothes Saturdav and didn’t want to wait until tlio last min- 

» I 

ute to ])ack my dresses. Tliat is the reason T put |the other 
dress on; ])ecause it was heavier in texture. I didji’t intend 
to leave until Sundav. I 

* I 


65 Q. Xow, when you said in your direct examination 
that after this struggle for ten minutes j^’ou were 
practically exhausted and- A. Naturally, I was. 

Q. And powerless, I call your attention to the, affidavit 
that I have just had you identify again, in which I find this 
language. ! 

1 

^Ir. Schwartz: If your Honor please, that is ob|ected to. 
This affidavit was brought into tlie case on cross examina¬ 
tion and I submit I tendered it to counsel for the oyier side, 
and I have no objection to it being seen and read by the 
jury, and if tliore is anything different I submit Ithe jury 
can see it, but lie should not read fi-om the affidaviti without 
otferiiig it as an entirety. j 

The Court: You had better read it first through and 
then ask her about any part that you wish to. | 

Hr. !McNeill: Gentlemen, this affidavit bears datje Wash¬ 
ington, D. C., February 3,1926, headed: | 

‘‘Submitted to the Supreme CoimsrI of hte Ahoy)|a in ses¬ 
sion at headquarters, 1124-2<S Investment Buildinjg. 

‘ ‘ Gentlemen : 

“I demand the impeachment of V. I. Chebithes, Supreme 
President of the Ahepa, on the following grounds: I 


I 
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‘‘The cittempted -assault on me in his room at the Drake 
Hotel, Chiea'co, Illinois, on October 3, 1925, in the after¬ 
noon. Hr. CHiebithes rapped at the door which communi¬ 
cated with the room I was occu})ying with that which he 
and Mrs. Ohebithes were assigned to. When I heard my 
name called 1 went to the door, opened it, found Mr. Che- 
bithes standing there. He asked me to come into his room, 
which I did, thinking he wanted to discuss some matter 
about the Order. He attacked me, threw me over one of 
tlie beds, and atteiu])ted to assault me. I pleaded with 
liim to let me go. I reminded liim of the lovaltv that I had 
given to the AIiei)a, how 1 had worked all through the year 
helping in every way. When I realized that I could not 
get away from him and that my strength was giving out, 
I tlireatened to scream for help. At this I managed 
GG som(‘liow to wriggle out of his grasp, jum])ed across 
the bed. I got over to the door and into mv own 
room, wliere 11 fell on my bed e.xhausted and unnerved.” 

Theren])oii the following occurred: 

“Q. Xow, wlial I wanted to ask you about was, if you 
were exhausted and helipless, how did you manage, with 
Mr. Chebithes on your l)ody, to jump across the bed? A. 
Just as I exidained yesterday. 

“Mr. Schwartz: I obj(‘ct to that, if your Honor please, 
because the stattmient shows that following this she got to 
her room (‘xhaust(‘d and helpless, and the question relates 
to something which occurred in the room itself. Tn other 

words, there is absolutelv no inconsistencv there, and I 

• • 

think further that counsel has been all over this, and the 
witness was excused. There were, if T remember correctlv, 

•r ” 

a few questions on redirect examination, and then other 
witnesses were taken up. T submit that after the exhaus¬ 
tive cross-examination that this lady was subjected to, that 
he should not go over this entire matter all over again. 

‘"The Court:: This afhdavit was identified vesterdav bv 

* • • 

the witness, and T think these questions should have been 
asked b(‘fore. I will exclude this. 

“F>v :^rr. idcXeill: 

“Q. T notice in reading vour testimonv, Mrs. Price, vou 
made this statement—with his Honor’s approval—don’t 
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ansts’er this until opporiunity is given to object: ‘‘I was 
nearly frantic by that time, and I said to him, ‘If |you don’t 
let me go,’ ”—no, it is further down—“I managed to get 
awav, and I don't know liow I ^ot awav, but 1 was fierhtine: 

frantically at the time, and he released hi^ pressure 
67 just about a minute and “I jumped over the side of 
the bed and got the bed between us.” | 

“Does your Honor think that is subject to thejsame ob¬ 
jection?” j 

The Court: I think it is. | 

Mr. McXeill: And you will allow me an exception. 

The Court: Yes. | 

Counsel for defendant made statement of defendant’s 

I 

case. I 

I 

JohnJDemos, witness for defendnlif, testified: i ' 

I live in JacksonviIleTh^orida, and have lived ^here for 
ten years. I am in the restaurant business. I h^ow the 
plaintiff in this case and her husl)and, Mr. Pricel I have 
known Mr. Chebithes ever since he was elected ISupreme 
President of the Order of Aliepa. At the i)rese^it time I 
do not hold any office in the Order of Ahe]'>a, but inj October, 
19*25, and until a year ago, T was Pi-esident of the |Jackson¬ 
ville Chapter. | 

I have known Mrs. Price ever since she came to i Jackson¬ 
ville after the Chicago convention, somewhere h^)out the 
month of October. I had met Mr. Price previously. Mrs. 
Price came into the store with her husl)and and vvjas intro¬ 
duced to me by him. i 

At the first meeting 1 wanted to know from Mj-s. Price 
the results of the convention in (Jiicago, as our chapter did 
not have a delegate, and I was mighty pleased to halve her in 
Jacksonville after the convention. In our conversation she 
praised the convention, spoke of the gathering jof noble 
men, and expressed her desire to have the opportunity of 
appearing before the mem])ers of the Jacksonville!Chapter 
and talking to them. I told her that I would admit her to 
the chapter rooms at our October meeting, which Vould be 
about the 20th. This I did. I 


/ 
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She was escorted into the chapter room with honors, I 
mav sav, and the members were readv to receive her and 
a})plaiid her. She stood in the center of the room 
68 and I welcomed her. Then 1 had her by my side and 
introduced her to the members. She got the floor and 
praised the name of Chebithes as a divine gift to be the 
leader of this organization, and the character and the man¬ 
hood and liis inteirritv and called him a real gentleman. She 
also mentioned other members of the organization and dis¬ 
cussed the Order irenerallv. Mv recollection is that she 
stayed until the close of the meeting, because she was ad¬ 
mitted after the business transactions of the lodge were 


over. 

Because the question had arisen as to whether she could 
be admitted to the lodge room, I stated in my introduc¬ 
tion that I was the Secretary of the Supreme Olhce for two 
years, and that she was sworn in at the Chicago conven¬ 
tion; therefore I she was eligible to enter our lodge room. 
She also recounted the service she had rendered the Ahepa 
during the time she was with it as secretary. 

After that, i^lrs. Price came into my place of business 
frequently, with Mr. Price. Then, after the suit was tiled 
in Washington, she came into my business place and I asked 
her: “^Irs. Price, what is this going on?” I was really 
sliocked. I hardly could l)elieve it, and I told her so. I said: 
‘‘Mrs. Price, after you had appeared at the lodge room 
and ])raised i\Ir. Chebithes as such a noble man, how is this 
thing happen now ?” Then in answer she said: “You don’t 
believe me?” 1 said, “It isn’t a question of believing you, 
but there is always two sides of the story.” And there was 
no more of it and they left my place of l)usiness. 1 did not 
see either of them after that until just recently. 

The next time 1 saw them was last September, after the 
convention in Miami. This was two or three davs after the 

convention was over: I saw them and Mr. Kirbv from 

% 

69 Philadel})hia, in her house in Jacksonville. Mr. 

Kirbv and ^Irs. Price and Mr. Price were in their 


room when I was admitted, and they were talking matters 
over about the results of the convention. Nothing was said 
bv anv of us about the case that we are interested in here to- 
day. Later on, a week or two ago, before their departure 
from Jacksonville they asked me if I had received any pa- 
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pers from Chicago to make depositions. The fir^t meeting 
was on the street, and they asked me if I had received any 
papers to make depositions. I told them no; I j said I re¬ 
ceived their wire with instructions to appoint a laiwyer, and 
find a notary public. Afterwards 1 met them kgain and ; 
they asked me if the papers were here. I said, ‘fyes. Mr. ; 
Wavbright is the attornev and I was asked to go to his of- ' 
fice Monday to make the deposition.” She asked ii)ie to mark ; 
on the deposition papers ^‘Refused to answer”; I told her ] 
I would ask the instruction of mv attornev. | / 

Saturday Mr. Price came into my place and asked to see I 
me outside a few minutes. I went out and thereiwas Mrs. ' 
Price; they asked me again what 1 was going toj do and I • 
said: “Mrs. Price, I have to go ^Fondav to see jMr. Wav- ' 
bright and make the deposition.” She said: “You don’t 
have to make any deposition, but simply say ^refused to ; 
answer.’ ” 

Sunday I met them again and they asked me t|o be sure * 
to go to Mr. Waybright’s office at 10 o’clock. I told them 
that I had a letter calling me away, and was waiiing for a 
telegram which might compel me to go: Sunday night I left 
for Tampa, so I wasn’t there to make the deposition. 

I wrote this letter to Mr. Chebitlies, bearing date of Feb¬ 
ruary 10, 1926, and mailed it in due course. The paper 

shown me is copy of statement I prepared in 1926 
70 with reference to certain incidents relatiye to this 
case. I 

(Letter dated February 10,1926, was marked for identifi¬ 
cation, “Defendant’s Exhibit 8.” Copy of statement last 
referred to was marked for identification “Defendknt’s Ex¬ 
hibit 9.”) I 

1 

On cross-examination the witness testified: I 

I arrived in Washington last night. T was not \n Wash¬ 
ington for the convention recently held here. I ap on my 
way to Baltimore. I was subpoenaed here this morning, the 
subpoena being served here at court. I had noti advised 
counsel for the defendant that I would be in Wdshington 
today, so they could serve a subpoena upon me; they knew 
I was here because immediately upon arrival last night I 
telephoned the office of the Order and communica}ted with 
the Supreme Secretary, Mr. Isole Catrones. My train ar- 
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rived here about 8:.‘>0 and I tele])lioncd liini at a quarter to 
nine. Mr. C’liebitlies came to my hotel with the Secretary 
around 9 oVlock or a little after 9. 

Notice for the takin<>: of dei)Osition was requested by 
plaintiff's counsel and defeiulant's counsel stated to the 
Court that he had not the notice but would be irlad to stipujr 
late “that we tried twice to get the deposition taken and 
failed.’^ 


The witness testified further. 


The first conversation held, in which 1 testified that Mrs. 
Price told me to mark the deposition “Kefused to answer'’ 
was held in dacksonville, just three doors from my place; 
!Mr. Price was present. 1 do not remember the date, but 
the day was Saturday: my deposition was scheduled to be 
taken the followiinr ^Moiidav. I liad received a telegram 
from !Mr. Chebithes asking for the name of an attorney and 
a notary |)u!)lic before whom the deposition was to be taken. 
In answer I advised Mr. Chel)ithes bv telegram that the at- 
torney I selected was Mdward Waybright. L do not 
71 nmiember whether the notary })ublic was Mrs. Kupert 
or not: I cannot r(‘colIect her name: she works at 
Mr. \Vavl)right *is oflice, and he was mv attornev. 

When Mrs. Price told me to mark the deposition “Ke- 
fused to answer" 1 told lu*r that 1 would consult my attor¬ 


nev, l)ut 1 was not there: I left Sundav night because I re- 
ceived a telegram to go to Tampa. That Saturday was the 
only time Mi-s. Pri(‘e told me to mark the deposition “He- 
fused to answer.*’ 'i'here were two se])arate occasions 
schi'dulcd for the taking (d’ my (U‘])osition. The first time 
Mr. Wavi)i-ii:]it advised me to be in his office !Mondav; 1 
did not show up l)ecause 1 liad to leave for Tam])a. It was 
onlv once 1 was advised to be at mv attornev's oflice at 10 

o’clock Mondav, and that time F did not go because I had to 

* ^ 

go to Tampa: not because Mrs. Price told me to mark the 
deposition “Kefused to answer.'’ I didn’t see my attorney 
as I told her I would do, in determining whether to answer 


the (juestions asked. 

There was onlv one time I was notified bv mv attornev 
of the taking of the deposition: one Saturday Mrs. Price 
notified me to appear at the office of my attorney and have 
my deposition taken; she told me to be there. I was not 
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there because, as I have staled before, I had to leave for 
Tampa. It was very important. | 

My deposition was scheduled to be taken only once. After 
I went to Tampa T went two days afterward to ^i'orth Caro¬ 
lina, to Greenville—to nendersonville. I knew that my de¬ 
position was scheduled for the day 1 left, or a| day or so 
afterward; I knew it the day 1 left: my attorney told me. 
There was only one occasion that I was to makp a deposi¬ 
tion. I didn’t take the first deposition becausp T had to 
"0 to Tam])a; that was the only time. As to a|de])osition 
not being taken because I went to TTenclersonville, / 
72 North Carolina, tlie same day T was notified, T say/ 
that wasn’t a notice. Suinlay 1 left for tb-unpa. Itf 
was Saturday that I was notified to be at ^Ir. /^aybriglit'si . 

office at 10 o’clock. I 

• ^ * 

On the loth of p\d)rnarv I was in TTendersionville. I i 

• I 

staved in Hendersonville two weks. T can not recollect i 
whetlier or not T was in nendersonville on the lolb of Feb- i 


rnarv, T arrived at Tlinidersonville the t'ollowinig Mondav. [ 


I left Jacksonville and went to Tani]>a Sunday Tporning. T 
left Jacksonville for Tampa on Sunday night; il kiu^w on 
that Sunday night that iny de])osilion liad been set for that 
following Mondav. Tlie Satiu’dav before that Idate Mrs. 
Price told me in front of my store to mark the deposition 
“Pefnsed to answer”: and Sunday T left for Taibpa. Sat¬ 
urday. that same day. Mrs. Price told me. as I ba\|e testified, 
that I .should go AVaybright *s offic(‘ tb:\t morning. .Monday. 
The same dav that sb(‘ told me to lad'nsf' to answer, she told 
m(‘ to go to AVaybrigbt's offic(‘ ti) liaxa* niy dep(')sit|ion taken; 
made an a])|)oijitnK‘nt to nu'ct tlKU’e at Pt o'clo(*k| I didn’t 
ap])ear there bei'anse 1 r(‘c<dved a t(*legram calljing me to 
Tampa: I noticed All*. AVaybrigbt's clerk that it \Vas impos¬ 
sible for me to appear Monday, as I bad to go |to Tampa 
very im])ortant: I did not tell tliem tlncn when 1| would be 
back from Tam]>a. T stayed in Tam]Ri two days^ and from 
Tampa T went through Lake City and never rptnrned to 
Jacksonville: T went to Hendersonville: and T didn’t know 
that my deposition was also scheduled to have ijeen taken 
on AA’ednesday, February IG: T was never advisPd of that. 
Airs. Price did not tell me about the de]>osition being sched¬ 
uled to take place on February 15. 
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I am in the restaurant husiness: T came here from Hen¬ 
dersonville. I have not been back to Jacksonville since I 
left; I don’t remember the date; it was Sundav nisrht. 

• * o 

j 73 I have been a member of the Ahepa ever since it 
I was organized. I was served with the subpcena here 

at the court. 

On redirect examination the witness testified: 

Mrs. Price asked me to go and have my deposition; made 
an appointment to be at Waybright’s office at 10 o’clock. 

Mrs. Eva Chebithes, a witness for defendant, testified: 

I have been married to the defendant four vears the 2nd 
day of December, and have lived since my marriage, and 
now, Washington; 1 am an American woman. I have 
known !Miss McXamee, now Mrs. Price, for about five and 
one-half years. I first met her in the Raleigh Hotel at the 
council meeting of the convocation: a meeting of the Ahepa. 
That was soon after we were married. My husband was 
then a member of the Ahepa. My relations toward Miss 
McXamee were very friendly: we always had the greatest 
res])ect for ?^Iiss McXamee: from that time until the Chi¬ 
cago convention mv relations with Mrs. Price were verv cor- 
dial indeed. My husband's office as president of the Ahepa 
was in the Investment Building: he was elected in 1924 I 
think. 

j\Iiss ^IcXamee came to me and asked me to use my in¬ 
fluence with my husband to keep her in her position with 
the Ahe]>a after he became ]u*esident. She said she liked 
the work and would like to remain with headquarters. Mr. 
Chebithes engaged her. Tliat was during the convocation. 
The offices were then in Philadelphia: she moved here with 
the offices. After that convocation and by husband’s elec¬ 
tion, the offices were moved here, to 1124 and 28 Investment 
Building. I never was in Philadelphia: our home was at 
1639 19th Street, IVashington. After the offices were 
opened in the Investment building I continued to see Mrs. 
Price frequently. AVhen she first came to AVashington she 
was in mv home as our guest for ten days. Prior 
74 to that she lived in Philadelphia. AVhen she was with 
me we were living at 1639 19th Street, Xorthwest. 
After that ten days she had several places to live, but I 
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don’t know just wliorc she lived after that. Fdx a number 
of months she lived on Q Street, just around I the corner 
from our house. | 

T was do^\Ti to the offices often while my hijisband was 
serving as president. Mr. Chehithes had his dwn private 
office and the girls had their office adjoining. | Miss Mc- 
Xamee was known as liis private secretary, but I| think Miss 
O’Leary got as much work, or nearly as muc[li, as Miss 
McNamee did. Lots of work was done when 11 was in the 
office; while dictation was going on I was in the: office with 
my husband. 'Work was done there at night; I sometimes 
Mr. Chehithes and i\[iss ^icNamee worked until 2 o’clock 
in the morning. She never called mo on the telephone from 
the office at night, that T know of; T have been there when 
she was there at work. There were occasions wfien I went 
to the offices at night and found them there togethpr at work; 
I used to go to the picture sliow and call for nty husband 
after the show and find them there; thev had been work- 
ing all evening. Xobody would be with him except Miss 
McNamee. Those calls would bo made between! 11:30 and 
12 o’clock; frecpiently I took her home, walking. | 

I remember the Chicago convention very clearly, and the 
trip out there. i\liss ^IcXamee and Miss O’Leary had 
berths next to our; we liad a drawing room; we atb together, 
we went to the Lincoln Statue I was upstair.^ and Mr. 
very pleasant trip. 'When I got to Chicago I (liscovered 
that our rooms wore on the third floor and iMiss lO’Learv’s 
and ^liss McXamee's were separated on another floor; I 
had the rooms changed and the girls placed nbxt to our 
room, so T could look after them. T don’t rembmber the 
room numbers nor the floor, but T went dbwn to the 
75 office and had it changed, so that the two irooms en¬ 
gaged before we settled down for the week were ad¬ 
joining rooms, connected by a door; T don’t think|there was 
any hallway between them. I frequently went jhack and 
forth from one room to the other; we were very^ friendly, 
and to describe our visits would take too long; I Ijrequently 
talked to them through the door. I couldn’t sav how many 
times I was in their room and they in ours, two or th^ee 
times a day probably; when we were dressing. Many 
times Mr. Chehithes called Miss !McXamee into pur room 
to take dictation and give her instructions. I had a num- 


I 
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ber of popors that wore not down in tlie committee rooms, 
in our room, and I particnlarly remember tliat the morning 
we went to tlie Lincoln Statute 1 was n])stairs and Mr. 
Che])ithes and Mrs. Price were in the room, and lie was 
giving her a resume of the speech he had made in front 
of tlie statue; I left tlieni tlun-e and went to the theater with 
Dr. Canfield: I left them in our room. I made no objection 
or criticism of tlieir l>eing tliere togetlier. 

I staved tliere hntil Satnrdav, when I went to visit rela- 
tives in (^edar Ka])ids. Towa. leaving Chicago at a quarter 
of ]0 Saturdav morning*. 

The evening before 1 left T saw these two girls in the hall¬ 
way outside of iheir room at about the time of the banquet; 
Installation was taking place. This was the day before I 
left; I saw tlumi in the morning. I referred to the installa¬ 
tion of officers. 1 did not s(‘e them during the afternoon, 
nor that evening: T was with my liu.'^band most of the time. 
Fridav evcMiing Mrs. Roark and mvself were down town. 

I had talked with tlu'se girls about mv visit to Towa: thev 
knew b(‘fore w(‘ h‘ft Washington that I was going. Then 
1 said good-by to them in the hotel the morning I left, 
7C soin(‘wher(‘ betwecni h and 9:‘10; this was down in the 
co{T (‘0 shop, where 1 had gone for breakfast. 1 told 
them gr>od-bv because T knew thev would be gone when I 
retnriKHl .Mondav morning and I would not see them again 
for several W(H‘ks: I told them then about when I was leav¬ 
ing, said good-by, and went right U])stairs and left. Since 
then 1 hav(* secui hm* twice: 1 met her in the hall in the^ 
InvestiiHMit Rnilding, and tlnm I mi‘t Inn*: she just looked 
at me and ])ass(‘d me by without speaking. Later I was 
present when slu» came into the office and served my hus¬ 
band with this ]>a]H‘r. She ])ointed and said: “Tliat's the 
man,*' and went out. That was all. 

The night before, I had a teleidione conversation with 
her: I know her voice. Tlie night before she served these 
papers T was at home and the tekqihone rang: 1 answered, 
recognized her voic(': she said want to talk to you*’. T 
said: “What do vou want to sav to me. Miss Mao,-' She 


says: have got something to say about your husband.” 

‘‘Well,” 1 said, “don't get (*lose enough to me to tell me 
anything, because if you do you will go to the hospital.” 
There was no further conversation: I hung up the receiver, 
and have not seen her to talk with her since. 
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i 

My husband always called her Miss McNaSmee, in my 
presence, when he wanted her for any purpose, and con¬ 
tinued to call her that after her marriage. I^lrs. Price 
wrote me a letter after the Chicago convention, |but 1 do not 
have it; I destroyed it with a lot of Christmas icards; I re¬ 
member its contents practically. I do not retnember the 
date but found it when 1 returned from Kentuclvv after the 

I ^ 

Chicago convention. It was a very kind, nicq letter; she 
said she would always look up to Mr. Chebithei^ and myself 
as her big brother and sister and she never could be grate- 
ful enough for our kindness to her, and several pther things 
about—hoping she could some day entertain us in 
77 her home as we had entertained her. Itj was a very 
sweet, nice letter. ■ 

On cross-examination the witness testified: I 

{ 

I 

1 have said that in referring to Miss MeXamee, Mr. Che- 
bithes always called her ‘‘Miss MeXamee’’; 11 have heard 
him call her “Miss Mac.’- I 


The rooms occupied by us and also those ofj Mrs. Price 
and Miss O’Leary, were in the Drake Hotel, Chicago. 
There were two rooms. The doors were rigl|t together; 
our bath was here, and their bath was there (illustrating). 
Another door, at the end of the bath, opeiiec^ into their 
room. Little halls came in this way (illustrating), that 
shut off the bath and made an L of both roonis. Back of 
that bath to join the roonis were doors that couild be either 
closed or opened. The bath in our room was bn one side 
of the room, and their bath was on the opposite side. I do 
not remember any large hallway separating thei rooms, nor 
any recess; nothing but the space occupied by thg two baths. 
The bath of our room was on one side of the ropm; I don’t 
remember now whether the baths were together! or whether 
they were on opposite sides. I don’t know whether the two 
rooms had a common wall or whether there wals a separa¬ 
tion of the rooms by a ])assageway or recess;!! wouldn’t 
say one way or the other; I don’t remember nojw. I could 
not recall whether, in order to pass from one ifoom to the 
other, it would be necessary to pass through Hyo doors; I 
know that I used to talk to them with the door closed. I 
frequently talked this way with !Mrs. Price, ^vhep we would 
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be going down in the morning or when we would be getting 
read}’ for dinner in the evening; I talked from my room 
into hers; I used to raise mv voice a little, but not anv more 
than I s])oak naturally. I could talk the way I am talking 
now and be heard in the other room. I would sav some- 

•r 

thing and ^Irs. Price would answer me, and I would hear 
her. 

78 The girls were frequently called into Mr. Che- 
bithes’ room to take dictation; I don’t recall him 
ever asking ^liss O’Learv to come into the room; when- 
ever he wanted someone to take dictation in his owm room 
he called on Mrs., Price. I couldn’t tell vou how manv times 
this occurred, but it was quite the usual thing; sometimes 
more than once a dav. 

I left for Cedar Rapids at 9:45 Saturday morning; the 
convention ended Fridav evening. The last time I saw Mrs. 
Price was between the time I left, and my breakfast hour, 
which was ])rol)ably between 9:00 and 9:30; Miss O’Leary 
and Mrs. Price were together when I saw them, in the Cof¬ 
fee Shop of tlie Drake Hotel; I said good-bye to them. That 
was the last time I saw ]\Irs. Price or talked to her until 
the teleplione conversation: that was the first time I talked 
to her. When I saw ^Irs. Price in the Investment Building 
and she said ‘‘that's the man,” she was identifying my 
husband for the marshaP who served him with the papers. 
The telephone conversation I referred to was the day be¬ 
fore the papers were served on my husband. I met Mrs. 
Price in the hall of the Investment Building the day pre¬ 
vious, and that evening had the telephone conversation ^vith 
her: that was the dav before I saw mv liusband served vnth 
the pa])ers. I received this call between 6 and 7 in the eve¬ 
ning I should judge. I had talked with Mrs. Price many 
times before, was very familiar with her voice, so there 
could not be anv mistake about it. 

She said slie wanted to talk with me, that she had some¬ 
thing to tell me about my husband; that was all she said. 
I said I didn’t want to talk with her; that if she came within 
reach of me I would send her to the hospital. That was all 
she said: there was nothing more; I hung up the receiver. 
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I didn’t talk to Mrs. Price the day I saw her,! the morn¬ 
ing before receiving the telephone call. I knew she 

79 was about there because my husband had told me; 
I could not tell you exactly the time he told me, but 

it was in the afternoon. 

I cannot remember whether the telephone cal^ was Feb¬ 
ruary 2 or not; I cannot remember the date. Tjhere never 
was any ill feeling between Mrs. Price and me;j there was 
never anv occasion of anv ill feeling. Mrs. Price and I 
never had what vou would call an argument; I would have 
to go into details to tell you about it. I never asked Mrs. 
Price to purchase things for my household and charge them 
to the Aliepa account. There was never a time that I asked 
to have things for my personal use charged to ithe Ahepa 
account. I 

I recall in the year 1925 going to a ball at New! York with 
Mr. Chebithes. j 

Thereupon the following occurred: j 

“Q. And do you recall in connection with that- 

I 

j 

‘‘Mr. McNeill: If your Honor please, I object; to all of 
this unless he intends to show that because of it there arose 
a feeling between this witness and the plaintiff, j 
“Mr. Schwartz: That is my purpose. 

“Mr. McNeill: I doubt even if then it would he compe¬ 
tent. I 

“Mr. Schwartz: Do you recall that in conne<btion with 

that- ! 

“The Court: Well, of course, in view of her Istatement 
that the relations were always cordial up to th^ Chicago 
convention, I could not refuse to let them show the con- 
trarv to be true. 

“Mr. ^McNeill: I submit, your Honor, they caninot show 
it by cross-examination, unless they endeavor tp put the 
witness, the other witness, on the stand to contradict 
her. 

80 “The Court: They have a right to ge| any ad¬ 
missions from her they can. : 

“Mr. McNeill: Exception, if your Honor please. 

“The Court: Exception may be noted. 1 
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‘‘Q. Don’t you recall, ^Mrs. Cliel itlies, that on the after¬ 
noon, one afternoon at this time, just before you went to 
New York, you called the head([uarters and asked if there 
was some way in whicli the Ahepa funds could be worked 
so that von could buv Iuire:ae:e and a hat box for vourself? 
A. No, sir. 

That never occurred? A. It never occurred. 

Nothinir like that? A. No sir.” 

81 And I ,n(‘ver said that T wanted to purchase it at 

Becker's ])ecaus(* thev were havim^ a larefe sale and 
it could be added to my husband's expense account. 

About this time T did ])uy $86 worth of luiriraire at Beck¬ 
er’s. Several months later I asked Mrs. Price to call Beck¬ 
er’s, in answer to tlu^ir iiupiiry as to why this had not been 
paid, and tell them the reason was because Mr. Chebithes 
and T were out of town. She did not refuse to do this; she 
did it. About Julv I wanted an electric fan for mv home; 
I did not ask Mrs. Price to eret it for mv liome and charge 
it to the Ahe])a account: I never asked her to do that; it did 
not occur. 

When Ml’S. Price (*ame to AVasliinirton. slie was a cniest 
at mv hom(‘ for about ten davs; she was a stramjer in the 
city when slie came here. After that ten days she procured 
a room somewliere, but T do not know whether she went to 
Q Street first, or elsewhere. After she left our home she 
sent me a irift of a verv handsome basket of fruit and 
candv. 

•r 

On redirect (‘xamiantion the witness testified: 

Mrs. Pric(‘ did not have anythinir to do with the disposi¬ 
tion or ('ontrol of moneys of the Ahepa, so far as T know. 
If T had wanted to use those funds, 1 would have "one to 
mv husband. 

ft 

AVhen the ]>apers were served on Mr. Chebithes, I do not 
know whether Mr. Price was there or not; another man was 
with her. but I do not know who he was and do not believe 
I would know liim if T saw liim. (Air. Price stood up.) T 
don't know whetlier this man was with her or not; T am 
not clear. 


j 
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I was present when my husband asked jMrs. Price 

82 to attend the banquet and make a reportj of it; she 
refused to do it; she was very angry and j absolutely 

refused. Not only around this time, but always^ Miss Mc- 
Namee was very easily excited and very nervou^. 

Dr. Charles J. Demas, witness for the defendant, testi¬ 
fied : I 

j 

I live at 3021 Massachusetts Avenue, Northwest, and am 
an M. D. !My name is spelled D-e-m-a-s and I am not re¬ 
lated to Mr. John D-e-m-o-s, who was on the stand this 
morning; I know him. I am a member of the Ahepa and 
have been since 1924. I was president of the local chapter 
for 2VL> years, and then T was the Supreme Loc|ge Ofiicer 
last year. I hold no office now, but am still a ntember. I 
have known the ])laintiff since 1924; have knovtn the de¬ 
fendant since 1917. In 1925 I saw ^Irs. Price in I a profes¬ 
sional wav, but first T would like to be authorized bv his 
Honor to give out any information pertaining to the pro¬ 
fessional privilege which exists between ])atient and physi¬ 
cian, so I will not be liable for any legal suit. i 

Thereupon the following occurred: | 

‘‘Mr. Schwartz: I have no objection, if yonr honor 
pleases. It is my client’s privilege. | 

“The Court: You give permission for your client? 

“Mr. Schwartz: For my client I have no objebition. 

“The Court: Verv well. 1 

1 

“Mr. McNeill: You are free to answer.’’ i 

j 

I 

In the early part of September, 1925, before tli'e Ahepa 
convention held in Chicago, I received a telephone ^all from 
the Ahepa office here in the Investment Building tb go and 
see Mrs. McNamee, now ]Mrs. Price, and at that tijme Mrs. 
Price. She was in a very nervous condition and l itold her 
to go home, and she left the office and went home, and I ex¬ 
amined her and she had a nervous breakdown probably 
from overwork in the office. At that timeithe Su- 

I 

83 preme President, ^Ir. Chebithes, was trying! to pub¬ 
lish a book, and the time was verv short to have the 

book published before the convention, and all of the office 

5—4811a 1' 

I 

i 

1 
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clerks and stenographers with .Mr. Chebithes were working 
very hard, and 1 saw Mrs. Price several times and she was 
very nervous, and as a matter of fact she had a nervous 
breakdown, and that was her condition before the Chicago 
convention and also during the Chicago convention. 

d’ c? 

I attended the Chicago convention and saw her once or 
twice there, professionally, once in her room at the Drake 
Hotel; I do not remember whether or not anvbodv else was 
present. 1 went there to see her because she called me. 
She said she didn't feel very well, and 1 had to go out and 
get some medicine for her. 1 think it was ten or twelve 
days before the convention; I used to see her practically 
every other day. When 1 called on her in Chicago, the con¬ 
vention was in session. I saw her for this nervous condi¬ 
tion probably between seven and ten times in Washington 
before she went to Chicago. Twice 1 went to her apart¬ 
ment after 12 o’clock, and had to give her medicine to quiet 
her nerves; I think she came to my office twice; the other 
times I went to her office to see her. The outward demon¬ 
strations of this nervous condition were that she couldn’t 
do her work regularly, couldn't sleep, didn’t have any appe¬ 
tite; she was always irritable, e.xcitable and- 

“The Court: How did vou get that information as to 
matters that vou could not see vourself ?” 

•r * 

She told me that. I asked her if she had any appetite, 
and she said no, she couldn’t eat and couldn’t sleep, and 
she called me two nights and I had to go over to her apart¬ 
ment and give her medicine so she could get some rest, be¬ 
cause she had to go back to work the next morning. I think 
she stopped work one day; of course, she told me, 
84 the work she was doing was so important and no one 
else could do it for her. 

I know Mr. Price. That is he (indicating). He called to 
see me about a vear or a vear and a half ago when this case 
came up to the court for trial, then he saw me again last 

Thursdav and Saturdav. 1 had a conversation with him 

» * 

last Thursday in my office. 

Thomas Price, a witness previously on the stand, recalled 
by the defendant for further cross-examination testified: 

I saw Dr. Demas and had a conversation with him last 
Thursday I think. 1 did not say to him that I was going to 
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fix Cliebitlios; tliat T know where liis property whs, in Ken¬ 
tucky and Wasliin.ii’ton, and was g’oiny; to take it ;froni him; 
I did not say in elTect that 1 was going to pursue him until 
I ran him out of the country; tliat came from l)r. Demas. 
He said that the moral character of the man wad such that 
he should he deported. Nobody else was iiresentithat time, 
but at another time someone was present. He I made the 
statement that he knew Cliebithes had some property. I 
said: ‘Mt doesn't make anv diffeivnce to me. Ti am after 

i 

justice.” That is what I want. About a year ago when we 
were up here in February the 2()th, he virtually|made the 
same statements to my wife and me. I had takep my wife 
to his ofTice for professional treatment, in February, 1926, 
on account of her nervous condition. He took j her as a 
patient and treated her. | 

Last week I called on Dr. Demas because I wantjed to talk 
to him. I didn't go ))aek Saturday, 1 was there c|nly twice 
recentlv; the last visit was Sundav afternoon; I ithink Dr. 
Demas was mistaken in .saying Saturday, it .shpuld have 
been Sundav. We went because we wanted to talk to him 
about some statements he had made about Chel!)ithes. I 
wanted to see him about coming here as a witness, 
85 but as a result of the conversation I did not summon 
him. i 


Dr. Charles J. Demas resumed the stand and on direct 

I 

examination testified: | 

Mr. Price saw me some time in 1926 but T don’t il^member 
whether he was by himself or with his wife. Kpcently I 
have had two conversations with him, one by hin^self and 
one with his wife. The first time, he was alone; lie didn’t 
say much about riiebitlK's' ])rop(*rty, but he did say that he 
was going after (liebiihes and he was going to get him, and 
that he was going to mak(‘ it so hot for him tliat eveh he will 
see that Chebithes will have to leave the countrv. i In that 
connection lie asked if I had anv information to give him 
against Chebithes’ character or anytliing that wopld lielp 
his case. I said: ‘‘No, T don’t know anything of Mr. Che¬ 
bithes and I haven’t ainThing to give you.” He then asked: 
‘‘Are you going to be a witness ?” I said: “I am. Mr. Che¬ 
bithes did not ask me but the Court issued an orjder and 
asked me to appear as Mr. Chebithes’ witness.” Then he 
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cautioned me ratlier in a tlireateninc: wav to be verv care- 
ful what 1 was going to say against his wife and this ease, 
because he savs if I said anvtliing against their case—not 
mvself or anvbodv else—that ihev didn't like, thev were 
going to get after us and do the same to us that they are 
attempting to do to (lu'billies. lb* nn*ntiom‘d two men 
especially; one, a lawyi*r ])y the na.nn* of Vai'kas in Boston; 
another, a lawyer named Nixon in Tulsa, Oklahoma. He 
spoke very impolitely or rudely toward Mr. Nixon and Mr. 
Varkas. I did not say that I knew enough of Chebithes’ 
moral character to have him run out of this countrv and de- 

•r 

ported; I said nothing against Ohebithes and 1 told him 
I didn't know anything against (’hebilhes. The first time 
I met Hr. Chebith(‘s was here in Mhishington in 1917 when 
we were both in the Armv. 1 have known him well 
86 since that and see him ])racticallv everv dav. I know 
those who know him, and associate closely with his 
friends and with him, in mv fraternitv and otherwise. In 
answer to the question; “Do you know his general charac¬ 
ter and reputation?'’ 1 say I do; it is very good. 

I know Mr. Nickas; the first time I met him was at the 
Chicago convention in Se])tember, Ib'Jf). He was then a 
plain member of the Canton Cha})ter, and became Supreme 
Secretary of the Ahepa at the Chicago convention. His 
latest address that 1 know is the Clark Building, Canton, 
Ohio. While Mr. Chebithes was President of the Ahepa, 
Mr. Nickas was Secretarv of it. I know several instances in 
which there was evidence of bad feeling between ^Ir. Nickas 
and Mr. Chebithes; there were so many that really I would 
not be able to state them. The (piestion is summarized to 
this; Mr. Nickas was always antagonistic towards .Mr. Che¬ 
bithes. Mr. Nickas wanted the office Mr. Chebithes held, 
and was doing evervthing possible against him. lie made 
manv statements to me that Mr. ('hebithes was not an 

ft' 

honest man; that he was not working right for the Order, 
and that Mr. Chebithes tried to misa])])ro])riate funds of the 
fraternity. ^Mr. Nickas made charges against Mr. Chebithes 
before the Ahepa organization. I was an officer, being 
governor of the fourth district of the Ahepa. I was not 
present when the charges were made, but they were in writ¬ 
ten form and I saw a coj)y; Mr. Nickas showed it to me and 
asked what I thought of it. I do not have the writing, but 
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I 

Mr. Xickas has a copy. He told me he had presented the 
charges to the governing board. I remember sopie of the 
charges; one vas that Hr. Chebithes, when visitiiig the dif¬ 
ferent chapters, overcharged the fraternity for his ex¬ 
penses; anotlier charge was that -\Ir. Chebithes wias receiv¬ 
ing c(‘rtain commissions from a house of the frater- 
87 iiity, because tlie fraternity was using certain para¬ 
phernalia, and he sa^v to it that the paraphernalia 
was made uniform; and, because he patronized certain 
houses, Xickas claimed that, as a matter of courtesp or busi¬ 
ness, they gave Chebithes a certain commission. 1 do not 
recall any other particular charges. Later I wa$ present 
at a meeting of the Supreme Council when X^ickas made oral 
charges to tlie same effect. He and I were present when 
they were considered by the Council. The charges were 
dismissed. ! 

I know people who know X’ickas. I can not rechll names 
of people who have talked about his reputation ot\ attitude 
towards Chebithes. I have not discussed Xickas ( general 
reputation. I recall X’ickas asking me to go into ^ certain 
room and listen in on a conversation; T think, in ^ate 1926 
or early 1927, before February 6. He told me certain things 
against C'liebitlies, asked me to go into an anteroom on- 
night at a certain liour and hear a !Mr. Spade from Ohio, 
discuss with X’ickas charges against Chebithes. 11 went. 
Sophocles Papas, a musician, resident of Washington, was 
with me. We sat in a dark room adjoining a lighted room, 
with the door open. When Hr. Spade came, Xickas! tried to 
get certain information; he asked if Spade ever pjaid any 
commission to Chebithes; T believe that was the main ques¬ 
tion X’ickas wanted to prove. I 

1 

1 

On cross examination the witness testified: ! 

I 

1 think tlie first tim(‘ Xickas talked to me about Cl^bithes 
was in August, 1926, before the Philadelphia contention. 
The regular elections were to take place and Chebitjies and 
Xiickas were candidates. I think this was the firsti time I 
heard from Xickas of unfriendliness between them. | was at 
Chicago when Xickas was elected Supreme Secretary and 
Chebithes was reelected President. So far as I knewi Xickas 
did not then aspire to the office of Supreme President. 


i 
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Serving as Supreme PresiJont and Supreme Secre- 
88 tary, respectively, tlieir duties brouglit them very 
much together; at first they were on very friendly, 
cordial terms, and that continued for several months after 
the Chicago convention. Before the Philadelphia conven¬ 
tion the following year I was receiving letters and hearing 
comi)laints against Mr. Xickas for his attitude toward Mr. 
(diebithes; 1 couldn't remember whether thev were a verv 
short time before August or not. I do not know when their 
cordial relations ceased. 

I have testified that when Mi*. Ib’ice was in and talked 
to me, he didn't say much about .Mi*. (1i(‘bithes' proi^erty; 

he onlv criticized ('hebith(‘s morallv, and was verv bitter. 

• • • 

I do not know whether all his criticisms were towards Mr. 
Chebithes' immorality or not. It was Mr. Price who said 
that the moral cliaracttu* of Clu‘bithes was such as to justify 
his being deported; I said nothing. 

1 have stated that I knew yir. ('hebithes when he was 
in the service; 1 told ?^Ir. Price that I kiunv .Mr. Chebithes 
since he was iinthe service. I did not tell him that I saw 
Mr. (diebithes walking ai’ound the streets in AVashington 
in the uniform of a captain. I told him that I saw him in 
an officers' uniform, but didn't know whether it was cap¬ 
tain, first lieutenant, second lieutenant, or top sergeant. 
1 did say I saw him in an ofiicer's uniform, but did not in¬ 
dicate whether 1 meant noncommissioned officer or com¬ 
missioned officer. I had been in the service myself; it had 
been so long that I couldn't remember what uniform he 
was wearing. 

On Re-cross e.xamination, tlu* witness testified: 

I knew his service. 


Sophocles Papas, a witness for the defendant, testified: 

I am a music teacher: know the (hd'endant in this 
89 case; know ^Ir. Xickas. I am a member of the Ahepa. 

I was in.both the Greek and American armies. I 
was at one time in a building in Washington with Mr. 
Xickas, at the request of Dr. Demas; we went into an ante¬ 
room and listened. This was at the Ahepa headquarters. 
At Dr. Demas’ request, I went with him and listened. In 
that room was Mr. Xickas and another man. We four 
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were not in the same room; Dr. Demas and I \\]ere in the 
next room; ]\Ir. Xickas was in the other roon^ with the 
other man. I didn't know the exact purpose for! which we 
Jiad gone to tliis room; Dr. Demas called me anc^ said that 
I should go. I listened to a conversation which i:ook place 
between Andre Xickas and I forget the name of| the other 
man. It was unusually loud. Andre Xickas TOs asking 
the other man questions about Mr. Chebithes’ trips, and 
also concerning purchases for the Ahepa. He uias asking 
questions pertaining to what they did when !Mr. iChebithes 
went to certain cities and how much commission ithey paid 
on certain purchases. It was how much Cheblthes had 
received for commission on goods ])ought by the society. 

1 

George Devakos, witness for the defendant, testified: 

I live in Washington, and am a member of tl^e Ahepa. 
1 was a member in 1925 and 1926; at that time w,as Secre¬ 
tary of the Local Chapter; do not now hold any pfifice, last 
year was President of the Local Chapter. I was h delegate 
to the Chicago convention, and attended it. I know the 
plaintiff in this case; also Mr. Chebithes. After! the con¬ 
vention was over and 1 returned to Washington, I pet Mrs. 
Price on G Street, this city; had some conversation wdth 
her on the day after 1 saw the charges filed in the paper. 
I had some conversation with respect to whethe|* the at¬ 
tack claimed, was made; she said it happened, about 8 
o’clock in the morninc:. 


90 


On cross-examination the witness testifiefl: 


Xo one else was present wlien I met her. I amj a sales¬ 
man; was ill the candy liusiness then, employed by!Thomas 
F. Merchant at 815 F Street, Xortheast. Had known Mrs. 
Price six montlis before the convention. I was secretary 
of the local chapter of the Ahepa here; not of the Supreme. 
I opened the conversation, and questioned her atout the 
occurrence; she related to me just what I have stated. 

I do not often see Mr. Chebithes; he used to live|on 19th 
Street; he still lives in the same place. I have noj: visited 
liim since the trial opened; but once visited him at Iffs house 
before; that was away before the organization. \'^e went 
to the Club one night and the three of us went to his home 
after the meeting for a social gathering. I have riot gone 


1 

1 
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with him outside of Society work; 1 met Iiim often in a fra¬ 
ternal wav. 

* 

After 1 saw Mrs. Price on G Street, I never mentioned 
the matter or discussed it with her; never saw her again; 
she was here then, she said, from Florida and was leaving 
next day. Xo one was with her at that time, and no one 
was with me. After that I saw Mr. C’hehithes on official 
business; paid a visit to the office once in a while. Next 
time 1 saw him was a month or two after meeting ^Irs. 
Price; 1 saw him at his office in the Investment building, 

the f rat emit V ofiice. 1 did not talk to him about this case 

* 

then, never mentioned it to him. 1 mentioned it to some 
of the local memi)ers here; just happened to. I never men¬ 
tioned it to him at any time, and never mentioned it to 
^Ir. Chebithes' counsel at any time up to the present. I 
have not talked about this meeting with ^Irs. Price on G 
Street with Mr. C’hebithes or with his counsel. 1 have 
never talked with Mr. Chebithes or his counsel at anv time 
and mentioned this to them; not until today. Just 
91 now 1 saw it in the paper and came down. I was 
not asked to come down here bv anvbodv, and I 
didn’t mention it to anvbodv until 1 came down. 1 came 

» m 

down this afternoon at one o'clock. Somebody pointed it 
out in the paper that this case was continued from yester- 
dav. I said 1 mentioned it shortIv after I saw it in the 
paper to members of the Society. There are none 1 men¬ 
tioned it to lu‘re! now. 1 don't even r(‘meml)er exactly, but 
someone saw it in the pa])er. I simply said, “what is the 
trouble now,’’ and they said “we don't know.” I never 
mentioned the case, or the conversation that 1 had with 
Mrs. Price at any time until this morning when I saw it in 
the ])a])er, after which 1 came to Court, to either Mr. 
Chebithes or his counsel. I never mentioned this conver¬ 
sation which I had with .Mrs. Price to any person. I could 
not tell you olTliand tlu‘ names of any i)eople to whom 1 
mentioned the case. I simply discussed the contents of the 
paper in the way of conversation, as to the matter of the 
case. 

Mrs. Price told me, in that conversation, where the attack 
had occurred; in the Drake Hotel. I was in Chicago at the 
convention, and saw Mrs. Price there. 
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Herbert G. Reynolds, witness for the defendanj, testified: 

I live at 2824 Twelftli Street, N. E. I am i salesman 
of printing, general printing. I sold printing to .the Ahepa 
while Mr, Chebithes was its President. I kne\V Mr. Che- 
bithes and Miss MacXamee; did not know she wj^s married 
when she went to Chicago. When she returned, she told 
me. After she came back from C'hicago I talked with her 
about the convention at the Supreme Council hea|d(iuarters. 
Investment Building. At that time, of course,! Mr. Che¬ 
bithes was up for re-election as Supreme President of the 
order. I stopped in the office and asked her l^ow things 
developed. We had a conversation over ^he phone; 
92 I asked her if he had been re-elected to tl^e office of 
Supreme President, and she said that she iwas there 
and was very happy to state that he had been elected unan¬ 
imously. The next day I paid a visit to the officC, thinking 
Mr. Chebithes had returned with the rest of the |delegates. 
She was sitting in the office on top of the platform desk, 
and she related the different experiences that w;ent on at 
Chicago concerning the convention; and she stated that 
the thing that pleased her most was the fact j that Mr. 
Chebithes was re-elected to the office of Supreme President, 
because the Order had been—1 will put it this ivay—that 
Mr. Chebithes was very much needed by the Oi*der; that 
during his term of one year prior to that, the Order had 
progressed very much. She also stated that she whs mighty 
sorry she had to leave the Ahepa, but of coursC she had 
gotten married about three months prior to thatjtime, but 
nevertheless she would never forget wliat all had been done 
for her while she was in the employ, not only in IWashing- 
ton, but in Pliiladelpliia. Slie stated that her | relations 
with Mr. Chebithes during the time that she was t'onnected 
with the office, which of course was after they chme from 
Philadelphia to Washington, had been so pleasant, and 
he had treated her so nice; and in fact the entire organiza¬ 
tion of the officers of the Ahepa had treated hey so well 
that she didn’t like tlie idea very much of having to leave. 
I cannot say all who were there because, to be fair with 
you, they were mostly Greeks, and 1 cannot think of the 
names. I do recall one man in particular, Mit. George 
Polas of Philadelphia. There were others thefo whose 
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names I do not remem])er, about I’oiir in all. I saw lier 
after that, and liad conversation witli her in a ereneral wav, 
just as to h(‘r coinin'-^ (h)wn \(t f'lorida, and she said she 
had worked very liard dnrinix tlie time she was at the 
ofiice there, andislie was u’lad to i;‘et away, only for that 
reason, that she was tired out and needed a rest, 

93 and of course I wislu'd her all the best success in 
the world. 

On (h’oss examination the witness testilied: 

!Miss (^'l.eary was not present at that conversation. In 
fact. I do not think she had vet nUnrned. She had returned 
from C’hicairo, but not to the oi]ic(‘. The time of this con¬ 
versation was betw(‘(‘n 10 and 1- in the mornini»‘. I do not 
mean !Miss ()'L(‘ary had not yet conu‘ to work that morn¬ 
ing; in mv observation she was alwavs at work around 9 
oVlock: but just coming back from Chicago 1 think she liad 
some resting up to do or things to do at home; I don't know 

what. At that time I should sav I was at the office (‘verv 

« * 

dav. Miss O'Learv was not there; I don't know what she 

• * 

was doing. Miss MacXanun^ was there evei'v dav. When 

« • • 

1 went there I didn't iiKpiirc* about the eleetion; 1 had called 
uj) the day before. 1 did not impiire about the proceedings. 
She did not say she was separated; she was discontinuing 
her employment with tlie Ahepa and going to Florida. She 

said she was sorrv to leave: that her relations were verv 

» * 

liap])y or ])leasant while she was in Fhiladel])hia and Wash¬ 
ington. What she said about being glad or sorrv to leave, 
and about the pleasantness of her relations, she said in 
connection witli her employment with the Ahejia wliile both 
in Philadelpliia and Washington. I cannot tell you any¬ 
thing about wlu‘ther, while slie was in the emplov of the 
Ahepa in Philadel])hia, she knew Mr. (’hebithes. Most of 
the conversation was about the friendly feeling she had to¬ 
wards Mr. Cliebithes. Slie spent most of the time telling 
me about liow friendly she was towards !Mr. Cliebithes, ab¬ 
solutely. 1 was there the morning this conversation oc¬ 
curred about three-quarters of an hour. I did not relate 
that conversation to ■Mr. Cliebithes nv his counsel, then or 

at anv time thereafter. I don't remember that 1 ever 

* 

94 related this conversation with Mrs. Price to Mr. 
(’hebithes or his counsel. T talked to his counsel, but 
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not about that conversation. I can't sav that il have ever 

^ I 

talked about that conversation to anvbodv else.! 

I was subpeenaed liere last Thursday, and cajine to court 
last Thurvsday. T did not see Mr. (’hebithos iji court last 
Thursday, and did not see his counsel. I stayed!about 10 or 
15 minutes and then left. 1 understood the cas|e was post¬ 
poned until Monday. When I came down on Mbnday I did 
not talk to Mr. Chebithes or his counsel about this conver¬ 
sation; I had very little talk with ^Ir. Chebithds. 

1 

I 

On Redirect e.xamination the witness* testified: 

! 

) 

I probably misunderstood a question a whileiago, that I 
had never talked with counsel about this jease. !Mr. 
Schwartz asked me the (iuestion whether you (Mjr. McNeill) 
had been talking to me in reference to that question. I 
said “no.” I understood Mr. Schwartz to ask me about a 
certain question or conversation at the olhee ai the head¬ 
quarters. If the (juestion is put to me as to wh^dher I had 
a conversation with you 1 would say “yes.” That was 
just, I should say, a couple of houi-s ago. I did not then 
tell vou in substance what I have testified to here; I told 
])art, sure. I mean, by saying to Mr. Schwartz I that 1 had 
not told you about this conversation, the particular inci? 
dent that he was referring to, I do not recall fiaentioning 

to vou. I 

.. i 

On Recross examination the witness testified: i 

I 

f 

In nothing more than a casual way I mentioijied to him 
just what my position is as a witness in this cash; I cannot 
tell vou the exact words. i 

I 

On Redirect examination the witness testified^ 

1 

When at the office at night I have I seen Mr. 
95 Chebithes and Miss MacNamee there together at 
work. There were two offices; Miss ^facNamee was 
in one office, and Mr. Chebithes was in his privatg office. At 
that time I was working with ^Ir. Chebithes fot’ a maga¬ 
zine, and we were making the dummy up. I wbuld leave 
there about eleven at night and go there about 8. | I did not 
leave them there together at that hour; on onb occasion 
I left Miss MacNamee and Mr. Chebithes there |about ten 

0 ’clock. I 


1 
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Ou Recross e-xainiiiatioii the* wiliifss testidecl: 

I have s(*e]i Mrs. (’]K‘l)illK‘s th(‘r(‘ at ni.uht when llnw were 
workinir on tills niairazine. Sin* was not nsnailv there, hnt 
was there (piite rre<jn(‘ntly. 

Georg’e A. Polos, witness j’or tin* (h‘t\‘inlant, testi!i(‘tl: 

My a(l(lr(*ss is South Sir(*(*t, Pliilaih'lpliia. I .liot to 
Wasliinefton at 1 ov(‘r tin* reimsvlvania route. I have 
not had any eonv(‘rsation witli yon (Mr. McXi'ill) sinee T 
came her(\ T have known ?'Irs. Priec siinu* the early ])art ot‘ 
102-1-. r know the (lefcinlant. 1 am tin* orie'inal fonn(l(*r of 
the Ahepa. I was at tin* (’hii*a.iro convention in 11)2.'). and 
saw tin* plaintiff aiid tin* def(*ndant l]n‘r<‘. I rctnnn.*<l on 
the sanu* train and in tin* sanu* ear with tin* ])laintiff. We 
talked ri.iiht alon.ir while eoinimr to Washinii'ton, We 
conldn't ,ii'(*t r(*s(*rvation for a Philadel])hia train, and onr 
reservation was on tin* Washin.irton train. Mrs. Pi-iee made 
stat(‘ments on s(‘V(*ral oe(*asions. On r(*tn]’nine'my friends 
and I oeenjiicd a stat(*roorn and tin* ladies had low(*r 1)(*rths. 

The (*onv(*rsations nsnailv oeen]n*(*d (*itln‘r in tin* elnh room 

« 

or in the drawimr rooms. On r(*tnrninLi' 1 h.ad conversation 

with Miss MaeXaTn(*(* in tin* p]'(*s<*n<’(* of Miss ()*L(*arn and 

Mr. Ooronns on the snl)j(*et of !dr. ('In'hitln*^. Sin* said that 

she was sorry in h*avinir the s(‘rvie(* of tin* fraternity, es]>e- 

ciallv on a(*eonnt of workimr with sneli a fine ii(*ntl(*nian as 
* * * 

!Mr. (’h(*l)ithes was: that she thonii-ht he was one of 
06 the fin(*st irentl<*m(*n she had ever met, and one of 
the Tnost eons('ientions work(*rs that the ore,‘aniza- 
tion eonld (*v(*r have. Sev('ral times "Mrs. Price ])raised 
Mr. (’hehithes as a (•ons('i(‘ntions work(*r. and as a fine uen- 
tleman, on tin* train, and pr(*vionsly on s(‘veral occasions 
on my visits to the head<|narters in Washinuton ])rio]' to 
tlie (’hicairo conv(*ntion. T e'ot off the train at 'Washington 
and w(*nt to tin* national head(piar1ers l)etw(*(*n trains. T 
had a conversation with her friend, at which time Mi*. Rey¬ 
nolds of the in-intiniT, was ]>resen1. T havi‘n*t se(*n him to- 
dav. 

(iMr. Reynolds stood np in tin* court room aiid was iden¬ 
tified). 

I now recall Mr. Reynolds was in the ollice at tin* time. 
On that occasion Mi's. Price said about ^fr. C'hehithes and 
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liis character, services, etc., practically somethlinp: similar 
to what she had told us on the train previously: that Mr. 
Chehithes was a tine ixentleman, and a good wojrker. I re¬ 
member !Mr. Coroiins from Philadelphia, thje Supreme 
Treasurer, was ]n-esent, and I think Miss OM^ej^ry; I don’t 
recall any])ody else. T have known ]\rr. Chehithes since the 
early part of 19*24. Tt lias ])een my business tjo look into 
^Ir. Chehitlies’ character and rei)ntation consijlerahly be¬ 
fore he had ])ecome the Supreme President of| the Order. 
I talked with various ])eo])le wlio knew him in Ayashington, 
and witli ])eople who knew him at tlie first coiivention in 
AVashington. Subsequently T liave talked with others about 
him, and think T am in a ])osition to say whether or not I 
know liis general reputation. T know his general! reputation 
foi* liMilh and li()m‘s1v. it is V(U’V good. | 
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On Cross examiiiation tlie witness testified: 


I live in Pliiladelphia. Air. Coronus and T, to^gether with 

Airs. Price and Aliss O’Learv, hoarded the sameilrain when 

• 

leaving Chicago. I don’t recall wliether we met ih the train, 
or left the hotel together. I just recall being tjogether on 
the train coming from (’hicago. Aliss O'Learv and Airs. 
Price were together wh(*n T first met them on tl|e train. I 
do not remember the time our train left Chicagoj AVe were 
in a Pullman car; I don't remember now whetherjit was late 
enough in the evening for the berths to be made u]) or 
not. AVe were either in the club car or in our c<tr. Alostly 
we were in our car. It was a drawing room, aiicj was open 
during the day. They didn't have a drawing room. AVhen 
we were talking with them it would be either iiij the draw¬ 
ing room, or in the club car. I do not recall whether or not 
Aliss O'Leary was always there; it was a long tnivel; about 
20 hours. We arrived in AVashington the following morning 
some time between 10 and 12 if 1 am not mistidven. Air. 
Coronus was always })resent when 1 talked with Mrs. Price 
and Aliss O’Leary; and as far as I know Aliss O’Leary was 
alwavs with Airs. Price wlien I was talking to lidr. It was 
practically all convention matters we were talking about; 
that is wliat all of us were interested in. | 

I knew that Airs. Price was married, and tln^t she was 
leaving the service of the Ahepa in order to joifi her hus¬ 
band in Philadelphia. Airs. Price mentioned that she was 
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soon to leave the .services of tlie fraternity, and then she 
proceeded to say,“especially because lie was such a fine gen¬ 
tleman.” I remember that very definitely. The praise was 
as I stated before. She said ^Ir. Chebithes was a fine gen¬ 
tleman and a good man to work for; that was on the train. 

I didn’tiSee Mr. Chebithes, 1 think, for about four 
98 months after the convention in Chicago; when I did 
see him 1| don't believe I mentioned this conversa¬ 
tion with Mrs. Price; there was no occasion to mention it. 
I saw him in New York or Philadelphia, i don't recall which. 
The Philadelphia convention was a year after the Chicago 
convention. 

The last time iisaw ^Irs. Price before today was in Phila¬ 
delphia, at the City Hall. 1 don't know what she was doing 
in the City Hall; oh yes, she was supi^osed to have been a 
witness. She was there as a witness in a case which was 
pending against me. 


Q. And that case was a proceeding, was it not, brought by 
the State of Pi*iinsylvaiiiaA. A |)roceeding lirought 
by- 

Mr. McXeill: 1 suppose, Your Honor, my exception is re¬ 
served for all this examination i 

The Court: As far as it comes in, gentlemen of the jury, 
it relates only to the (question of whether the witness may 
have a hostility towards the plaintiff in this case. There is 
nothing in the merits of any case there in which the witness 
is concerned. (To counsel.) You may go so far as to show 
that it was a fact that the case was one against the wit¬ 
ness. This is under excejition of course. 


Bv Mr. Schwartz: 

Q. It w'as a case in \vhich the Commonwealth of Penn¬ 
sylvania w'as against you! Is that correct f A. An ex- 
officio member of the Supreme Lodge against me. 

Q. I ask you if it was not a case in which the Common¬ 
wealth of the State of Pennsylvania w’as not the party wiio 
brought this proceeding against you ? 

The Court: Don't argue wiiether this was the State of 
Pennsylvania against you, or not. That was the name of 
the case? 

The Witness: Your Honor, it is a member w’ho 
used to be an officer. 
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The Court: I am not asking about the complainant in 
the case, or whoever got it started. I am asking about 
the case itself. ! 


The Witness: The Slate of Pennsylvania, yes.! 


(Whereupon counsel approached the Bench,land after 
conference with the Court returned to trial table.) 

i 

The Court: I think it would be unwise to go any further 
than that it was a case of the State against him, and she 
was there as a witness against him. You can ^how, how¬ 
ever, that slie testified against him. | 

Mr. Schwartz: Your Honor thinks it would be unwise- 

Tlie Court: I do not think it would be safe. I|t might be 
])rejudicial, and 1 think it is necessary for the purpose to 

show hostilitv to her, and not to blacken him. 

» / 1 


Bv Mr. Schwartz: i 

I 

Q. It was a case, was it not, which seriously affected 

you? A. T don't think so. I 

* 

Q. You didn’t consider it one which seriously affected 
vou? A. T didn’t. i 

* ^ ^ I 

Q. She testified by deposition, did she not, in that case? 

I 

The Court: In view of his answer, you have u right to 
ask him what the case was. I 

Mr. Schwartz: What was the nature of the case! 

Mr. ^McXeill: Same objection. i 

The Court: This will be under exceptioU. He has 
100 said it was not a case seriously affecting liiim. Now 
you have a right to ask him a leading question as to 
what it was. | 

Mr. McNeill: May I ask this question! Whether she was 
for him, or against him! | 

The Court: He has already said she was tliere as a 

witness against him. I 

1 

I 

i 

Bv Mr. Schwartz: ! 


Q. And it was a cas(‘, was it not, charging |you with 
forgery of a check on a man by the name of Kjrby! A. 
It is a case- I 


I 

I 

I 

I 


i 


I 
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The Court: Answer S’cs’ or ‘no.’ 

The Witness: It is not. 

Bv Mr. Schwartz; 

Q. You knew, did you not, that Mrs. Price testified by 
deposition airainst you? A. In my presence Mrs. Price 
testified to the facts. I do not think her deposition was 
against me. 

Q. Her testimony, did it not relate to, or didn’t she 
testify about the forging of a check for $500 on the name 
of Charles Kirby? 

^Ir. McXeill: I object io a general question like that. 
I submit he should read the testimony. This witness 
heard it. 

The Court: The witness is allowed to answer the question. 
I think he can show that the answer is true. 1 do not be¬ 
lieve you can be prejudiced by it. 

The Witness: She testified that Mr. Charles H. Kirby 
told her his signature was forged. 

Bv Mr. Schwartz: 

Q. And this proceeding, was it not, was an indictment 
against you for forgery of this check? A. It was. 

101 Mr. McNeill: I repeat my objection, if Your Honor 
please. 

The Court: Yes, that is under exception. 

I think Mr. Chebithes will be a witness on my behalf in 
this case. 

On redirect examination he testified: 

Mrs. Price deposition was not against me; she stated the 
facts. I absolutely have not had and have not now any 
feeling because of her having stated what she did in that 
case. It is not disposed of. 

This is a case of more than two and a half vears ajiro. 
There was a check by a certain individual that was en¬ 
dorsed over to me for a loan for what monev I used for 
expenses of traveling, and organizing, for the fraternal 
organization, for .})ersonal and political reasons within the 
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ranks of the fraternity. After the sum of one y^ar, eleven 
months and 28 days had elapsed, I was arrested |two hours 
before mv train was leaviim* for the third convention, after 
the matter had transpired about this gentlerniin making 
me this loan in the sum of $500. 1 am not Accused of 

forgery in this transaction. I am accused of |cashing a 
check, knowing it was forged. 1 am not guilty'^ That is 
why I did not consider it serious. i 


102 Harry Coroneos, witness for the defendant, tes¬ 
tified: 


J live in Philadel])hia; came liere with i\Ir. Pplos; am a 
mem])er of tlie Ahe])a and have l)een for thrcje or four 
years. I was at the Chicago convention, which! Mr. Che- 
bithes presided over. At that time I was Suprepie Treas¬ 
urer; do not now hold any office. I remember seeing ^Irs. 
Price at the convention. 1 first saw lier the time I got 
there; she was at the convention daily. I returned! to Wash¬ 
ington on tile same train with her, and saw her jon Satur¬ 
day or Sunday after I left Chicago, in a hotel. 'tVe talked 
about the trip back to Washington. Before leaving Chicago 
we did not arrange to come back on the same train, but 
were on the same train and in the same car. Wd had con¬ 
versation on the way back to Washington in thej presence 
of Mr. Polos, and Miss O’Leary, if I do not mistake, the 
Secretary of the Ahcjia here, a young girl. I tlfink these 
conversations occurred in the car; the drawing room if I 
remember. In these conversations we discussed |!Mr. Che- 
bithes who was then the Supreme President. ,She said 
many good things about him. She said he was thelbest man 
for the Association; he had been doing so very much good 
for the Association, and it was a shame to changje him as 
i^resid(*nt. In fact, !Mr. Chebithes was elected as president 
at the time, and they were saying in the election! that the 
members of the Association would do very good to secure 
a man like that. She felt very good about it; she said he 
was the best man she had met until today, with Reference 
to character. Bv ‘‘the best man she had met until todav” 
I understand her to mean in reference to good will in the 
Association. T don’t know anything else but that.! T don’t 
remember Inn- saying how she felt towards him. I 
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I have been many times In AVasliington. Immediately 
following that trip from Chicago I went to head- 
103 quarters here, I do not remember a conversation 
with lieit there. 1 know i\Ir. Reynolds, the printer 
for the Association. 

(Mr. Raynolds stood up in the court room and was iden¬ 
tified.) 

I recoi^nize !Mr. Revnolds. I believe I do recall a conver- 
sation with her sitting on the flat-topped desk when Mr. 
Reynolds was present, but I cannot recall what she was 
saying. 

On cross examination the witness testified: 

On the train mv conversation with ^^Irs. Price and what 
she said related to Mi*. (Iiebithes havimr done a lot for 

the fraternitv; she said he was a "ood man for the office. 

• * ^ 

I do not remember her saying anything about her present 
feeling towards him or her ])ersonal feeling; I remember 
she was speaking about him being a good man, and every¬ 
thing was all right in the office, and everything connected 
with him, etc*. .Miss O'Leary was there during all the time 
we were talking on the train. 

Achilles Catsonis, witness for the defendant, testified: 

I am not a native born American; not naturalized; was 
never in the Army. I am connected with the Ahepa, as Su¬ 
preme Secretary and have charge of the office here. I have 
been rather active in the ])olitics of the Ahepa for two or 
three years. T know the plaintiff, but not very well; Miss 
O'Learv is now working for me. I had a conversation with 
!Miss O'Learv on last Saturdav about this case, and Mr. 
Chebithos was present. iMr. Xicholson was not present at 
this conversation, but ^^Fr. Chebithes was. 

Harley J. Photis, witness for defendant, testified: 

T am not a member of the Ahepa, and have not been in the 
office; T know 'Sir. Chebithes. T am an ex-soldier; am an 
officer in the Veterans' Bureau. The name of the organi¬ 
zation is the American Legion. I hold official position as 
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Vice Commander of the Costello Post, Cljiairmaii of 

104 the Relief and Appointment Committee pf the De¬ 
partment, in this city. I know the plaintitf and the 

defendant in this case; also have known Mr. Xickas, one 
of the witnesses for two or three years. We; liave had 
conversation about }klr. Chebithes, and his attitude toward 
him; right after the Ahepa convention in Phila(|lelpliia; in 
^Ir. Xicka’s office in Washington, D. C. The mjitter came 
up in a telegTai)h I sent to the Ahepa on beljalf of the 
American Legion. 1 ask Mr. Xickas if my telegraph was 
recommended, and he said ‘‘no,” and anyway ilie recom¬ 
mended he was defeated, and he said because (diebithes 
lost everything he had in the convention. On several oc¬ 
casions IMr. X^ickas expressed a ]>ad feeling towards Mr. 
Chebithes. In 192() on Ai*mistice Dav we werei attending 
a meeting in X"ew York on the Post, American Lpgion. He 
was with some other gentleman—I cannot recall t|ie name— 
and he asked me if I didn't want to go some pl^ce where 
Me. Chebithes was speaking. 1 said “why”? Aiid he said 
“because 1 want to go down and ruin him.” lip said this 
in a mean manner. After we came back here, on several 
occasions, without asking any question he expressed him¬ 
self in a mean way against !Mr. and ^Irs. Chebitiies. 

1 have talked with others about iMr. Xickas and his gen¬ 
eral reputation for truth and honesty; I cannotirecall ex¬ 
actly how many, but I remember from four to sije. I have 
mixed in very freely with these fraternity and Lpgion peo¬ 
ple. J think 1 can state that the general reputation and 
character of ^Ir. X'ickas for truth and honesty, is bad. I 
would not believe him under oath, where he and! Mr. Che¬ 
bithes are concerned on opposite sides of a (juestiion. 

1 

I 

I 

On cross examination the witnes testified: | 

I have kno\vn ^Mr. Xickas for two and a lialfj years; I 
think I first met him in 192(5, after the Chi|cago con- 

105 vention of the Ahepa; the early ])art of thi year. I 
went to Mr. Xickas’ office in a meeting we Had of the 

American Veterans. I cannot remember whethtr it was 
before or after February, 1926; if T had the mlinutes of 
the meeting T could tell you. T don’t know the relation be¬ 
tween Mr. Xifkas and ^Ir. Cliebithes before February, 1926. 
They never expressed their opinion to either party; I sel- 
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dom get in the meetings. Neither Mr. Xickas nor Mr. Che- 
bithes ever expressed anything to me regarding friendly 
relations; from what eitlier of them expressed to one an¬ 
other or about one another 1 do not know whether there 
was friendliness or not in the early part of 1926. It was 
later that I learned of this. In the early part of 1926 I did 
not know whetlier tliey were good friends or not, because 
I didn’t know ^Ir. Xickas well then. 

106 George C. Voumas, a witness for defendant, tes¬ 
tified: 

I live at 2.‘>08 Ashmead ])lace. Am an attorney at law, edu¬ 
cated in the law in AVasliington. I live here but practice in 

Viri*-inia. I have known tlie defendant 7 or 8 vears and 

• 

know ])eo])h‘ wlio know liim. On many occasions I have 
talked witli others wlio have known him at different times. 
I know his general re])utation for truth and honesty. I 
know Ids re])utalion for sexual morality, and his reputation 
for truth telling. Ilis re])utation is very good. 

On cross examination tlie witness testified: 

He is liere in Wasldngton for a number of vears and he 
has been discussed as much as any other man of the pro¬ 
fession. 

I know Mr. Xickas, former Supreme Secretary of this 
order. T liave mv oHice in the same building as his and Mr. 
Chebithes'. I have known Xickas two vears and some 
months. The feeling between him and Chebithes about 
tlie time this suit was brought or afterwards I would call 
bitterness. I lieard Xickas speak about Chebithes quite 
often: wliat he said would be hard to enumerate, very few 
things that he left unsaid. He called him an embezzler, 
vagabond, thief, unfit to be Supreme President of the 
Order—all sorts of accusations. I will have to refresh mv 
recollection as to when he called him these things. The 
bitterness became more in-onouncel after the Philadelphia 
convocation, the exact date of which T do not remember, 
I think the last week of August. Xickas would make it a 
point to speak of these things. I learned of the bitterness 
from hearing him sav these things. I first heard him make 
such a statement in ^lay: I think it was in 1926, prior to 
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the Philadelphia conveiilion. I never heard hirp say any¬ 
thing against Chebithes before that time quite jopenly; he 
would say things against him but in confidence, to 

107 me, but never openly when others weite present. 
Chebithes and I are quite friendhL I maintain an 

office in the Investment Building. When certdin deposi¬ 
tions in this case wore to be taken, ^Ir. Chebithes had 
made arrangements to use somebody else’s office in the 
building. I was out and they couldn’t get in there, and I 
found them in my office. T found you in my office, all of 
you. I had told !Mr. Chebithes after he went but of the 
office as Supreme President that he could use ifiy office at 
any time he wished; that he had the liberty of! using the 

facilities of the office in anv case. i 

* 1 

Peter Alexander, a witness for defendant, testijfied: 

I 

T live in Detroit. I have been here 3 days. 11 went to 
Hopewell, Virginia, and tlien came liere. I wds looking 
real estate over in Hopewell. I lived in Jacksonville, Flor¬ 
ida, from the beginning of 1925 to the beginning of 1927, 
during the boom. During that time I met ^Irs.j Madeline 
Price in the American AVaffle Shop, Mr. John Derjios’ shop. 
I did not work there. That was about the middle of Octo¬ 
ber, if 1 remember right. 1 don't remember the date. I 
remember distinctly Mrs. Price was present and ^Ir. Demos, 
inside the counter. At that time 1 was onlv introduced to 
her. The second time 1 saw hei* in ihe meetiiig of our 
Chapter there. Mr. John Demos, the President,! presided 
at that meeting. She was invited to make a speech and Mr. 
Demos saluted her and we honored her, and he'gave her 
his chair to make the speech there. She said the 

convention that the delegates of various chapters Vere there 
in Chicago, and she said that there were quite ^ number, 
great numbers, of representatives of the various! chapters 
of the United States, and among them was Mr. Chebithes, 
the Supreme President of the Order. She said ithat Mr. 
Chebithes was a man with honors and a inian of in- 

108 tegrity, and it was a divine gift to have a m^an of his 
kind at the head of our Order. She said further, but 

I don’t remember exactly anything further, because it has 
been so long and I didn’t pay no attention. She Said that 
she was treated very well in Chicago by all the lj)oys anjd 
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riiel)itlios treated her verv well. She was satisfied. But 
I don't remember exactly wliat she said, because I didn’t 
pay no attentio]i to it. After that 1 did meet her two or 
three time's on the street: not particular conversation, only 
talkini^ about the real estate. I talked with her around 
February, on the corner of Laura and Monroe Street: it 
was (piite a while later than the meetiiiir in the (''ha])ter; 
1 nu't her first' that same morniiiii' in Mr. Demos’ place. 
1 just talked with him and as I went in she and her ■hus¬ 
band sat down at the counter, and they left: I didn’t have 
anv conversation with them. After talkimr to Mr. Demos 
a few minutes 1 went out and met ^Ir. and Mrs. Price doA\Ti 
the corner of Laura and Monroe St. I asked them which 
way they were' walkinii*. They said he was goinu: to his 
oftic(‘ iind I walk(‘d down Main St. and we walked down 
toirethei’: and she asked if 1 heard that she was suiiiii' Mr. 
Chebithes. I says ‘Mt's a surprise to me: 1 never hoard 
of tliat." She told me if Mr. Demos had told me anvthiiur. 
1 said “Xot anythinir," because he was excited and wouldn't 
tell me anythinir. So she told me .Mie was suini*: Mr. 
Cliebithes for attackinir her in Chicago, in one of the hotel 
rooms. I asked her why she didn’t scream at that .time 
aiid why was she suing him now. She said she didn't 
want to disuTace the Order at that time. I savs “AVell, 
that's a vi'ry ni('e thing of you, but you should have done 
it at tliat tinu*." At that time she did not offer to show 
ni(‘ any ])apers or anything of that kind. After that I had 
S(‘veral conV(*rsations with her in several pla(*es, but 1 re¬ 
member distinctly that I liad a conversation with her in 
my liome one day. She came in to show me some of 
109 the clnu'gos she had written for Mr. Chebith(‘s. I 
r(‘ad <}uity a few of the papers: I don't remember 
anything about that. 1 had a conversation with her: I 
was going Xorth at that time, and she asked me if I went 
Xorth to see Mr. X^estor and Mr. Demeter. Mr. Xestor is 
in Springlield, ^hiss., and Mr. Denieter is in Boston. She 
said “AVlien you are going Xorth, meet tlu'se two gentle¬ 
men." 1 m(‘t Xestor in Floi-ida, but she says ‘‘See him 
and they will tc'I! you a/dl about it, and I will wi-ite you 
letters and see what we do." 1 says, ‘‘All right: when I 
leave I will see you again.'’ And she ])icked U]) her things 
and left. Xothing further was said about the suit at that 
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j 

conversation. She showed mo a little script, a little written 
paper in there, that she said Mr. Demos was going to pub¬ 
lish in the newspaper. She showed me a statement she 
said had been made bv ^Ir. Dooms about her and about 
Chebithes. I remember the appearance of that jpaper but 
do not know what has become of it. T had no chance .of 
reading it. She just showed it to me and th(|n took it 
back. Paper now shown me is similar to that 1 saw that 
time. About the paper she showed me at thatj time, she 
told me that Mr. Chebithes keep otf her businciss or else 
she sue him. | 

(The paper shown witness was marked ‘‘Defendant’s 
Exhibit 9.”) I 

I 

I left and went North at that time to New Yprk; from 
there to Chicago. I came back to Florida ^bout the 
latter part of June. I saw i\Irs. Price then, 1 dop’t remem¬ 
ber exactly what day it was, l)ut 1 met her on the street. 
She asked me when 1 come, and I said “1 come in just a few 
days ago.” She asked me how things were up North and 
I said “All right.” She asked me if I saw Mr. Nestor and 
I says “No, Mr. Nestor is around Washington.’j He was 
around Washington at that time. She said “Have vou 
ever seen Mr. Demeter.”’ 1 said “I didnl’t have no 
110 chance to go to Boston.” Then I says: ^‘How are 
you getting along?” She says: “1 haven’t heard 
anything from Demeter or anybody else.” Slab said she 
was about ready to droj) the case at that time, ahd I said: 
“Why go to that expense when you expect toi drop the 
case?” She said she didn’t go to any expense because her 
attorneys are friends of theirs and she didn’t have to pay 
anvthing until the case is over. “Well,” I savis, “that’s 
mighty good.” Well, she said that she don’t know what 
she is going to do. Then T left her again and I jdidn’t see 

her until later. 1 was on mv business. I didnl’t see her 

• 1 

until later. I have been seeing her nearly evei\| week. I 
saw her about two or three weks later again, ahd we had 
another talk there and she said she had decided to‘follow the 
case. 1 said: “If you want to follow it you can gfo ahead.” 
She says: “If you want to save the name of your Order and 
the name of the Supreme President”—no, I sa^s to her: 
“How much are you suing !Mr. Chebithes for?” iShe says: 
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“$25,000." T said, “Has Mr. r]i(.‘l)itlies $25,000 to pay 
vouT’ SIk‘ savs: “lie liasn't irot it, but he has "ot some 

wealtliv frieiids lliat have it." I savs: “Do vou think his 

« • • 

wealtliy friends will ])ay you that kind of money?" She 
savs: “d’liev will. If von Greeks want to save the name 
of your Order and the name of your Supreme President, 
you can all make u]) the amount." I says: “You will have 
a hard time irettine: it off of me." She savs: “Mavbe vou 
don't want to pay it, but ^Ir. ('hebithes has ijot a lot of fol¬ 
lowers." T savs: “All riirlit.'’ Then I left and went north 
asrain. I didn't see h(‘r since. 

I saw Mr. Chebithes once in Florida, when he was there 
for one nii»']it: that is the only relationshij) I ever had with 
him. 

On cross-examination the witness testified: 

This last conversation T had with ^Irs. Price was the 
the lall(‘r part of July, lb2(), in Jacksonville, Florida. 
Ill 1 think we w(‘re around the post oflice somewhere: no 
one else was present. I was in the real estate 
business: had :in office in tlu‘ Law Lxchaiii^e buildimjc. I 
was in JacksonvilU* about IS nionths. I do not know Mr. 
Demos very well. He was President of the Ahe})a chai>ter 
at th(.‘ time I joined it. I was a member of Ahe])a two or 
three montl!-' when I iirst m(‘t Mrs. Pric(‘. which was not 
when sh(‘ eaine to a einiipler nu“elini 4 ' and made a speech. Mr. 
Demos introduced Iiei* to nu* in his ])hu'e before she (‘ame to 
the nu‘(*tiny. At that tinu* 1 had no conversation with her. 
Next tim<‘ I saw her was wlnni she talked to the cha})ter. 
I don't i-tmicinber how lon.u‘ she talked, but quite a while. 
8]ie sjjoke in hiyh teians of the Order and the officers. She 
spol:i‘ in hle-h terms of ev(*rybody. She was up on the plat- 
foi'm ri.u’ht alonii-side of the ])resident when she said that. 
I don't rtnnember exactly where she was. AVe were on the 
otlier end of th(‘ hall and she was on this sid(‘ with Mr. 
Demos and the secretary. She did not talk from the center 
of the I'oom but from the platform. I don't remember the 
date: it was in (K-tober, 11^25, rierlit after the Chicairo con¬ 
vention. She said Mr. Ohel)ithes as president was a divine 
gift; those were the exact words she used. After the ^)eech 
slie talked with several t>eople there. 1 did not talk to any- 
bodv about her talk. She said Mr. Chebithes treated her 
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very well in Cliiengo. T :‘L‘meml)er very distinctly that part 
of the conversation, that she said it was in Chicajgo. 

About February, when I saw her in ^Fr. Dembs’ place I 
first learned suit had been tibnl airainst Chehithds. Before 
that time 1 saw her and we talked about business iMit T didn't 
have nothing to say about Fhebithes; never talked about 
him at any time before I lerarned tlie suit was filed. The 
onlv time I ever heard her talk about Chebithes Ibefore the 
suit was tiled was when she made this talk ih Jackson- 
112 ville. I don't rememb(‘r how long she talkeil. The next 
time 1 saw her was on the corner of Lauraj and Mon¬ 
roe Streets. That was in Febrnai’y and that wfis when I 
learned that the suit bad been tiled. It was latdr that she 

i 

showed me a ])a])er Mr. Demos had handed her^ it was in 
my house, later on. I did not read the ]>aper fit all, just 
picked it np and saw it. 1 gave it back to her. | 

I now live in Detroit. I went to TIopewell thjree weeks 
ago. I left Hopewell to go to Detroit last Tuesday. I 
stop])ed in AVashington to see Mr. Demos. I lieajrd he was 
here and 1 stopped here with him, to take him find go to 
Detroit, and I saw Mr. Fhebithos. 1 saw all the |)oys here. 
AVhen 1 saw Mr. Chebithes we never had anv talk about 
these various conversations. 1 saw him vesterdlav, about 
a few minutes, and dav before vesterdav, and this morning 
I saw him out in tin* hall. 1 did not tell liinii on those 
occasions about these converse. lions that 1 have testified to. 
He wanted me to come up here as a witness. 1 uiiderstood 
the question asked and say I did not talk to him about 
these conversations I have just t(‘stili(‘d to on ajiy of the 

times I saw him: iievi*]- did. .Mr. Demos told me to come 

1 

to court; I was in the [^(‘iinsylvania Hotel whefi he told 
me to come to court to testify for Mr. Chebithes. | 

Lorena O’Leary, recalh'd by tin* defendant, testified: 


The first time 1 saw Airs. Price after slie came out of 
AFr. (diebithes’ room and made tin* statement about having' 

I '' 

had a teri-ible time was as she stood in front of me as she 
came out, and I was right th(*re in tin* room. Ij think it 
was eight feet from me to the door she had jjist come 
through. I was right between the beds, assembling papers. 


George S. Smitzes, a witness for defendant, tedtified by 
deposition: i 
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I am from Tampa, Florida. T was here in February, 
1926, when the Supreme Lodge lield a meeting, which 

113 I attended. At that time T had a conversation with 
plaintiff. If I recall it was in the hotel situat^o;^ 

across from the Hamilton Hotel. If I am not mistaken 
she was here from Jacksonville with her husband. I think 
thev asked us to u*o to the hotel and talk to them. T was 
then one of the Governors of Ahepa and am now. I knew 
her before that, ])efore her marriage, as ^liss ^IcXamee, 
the stenographer in the ofiice of Ahe])a: that is all I knew 
about her. 

1 knew she was at the Chicago convention in September, 
1926. I first saw her after that, if I am not mistaken, the 
first ^londay of February, 1P26; u])on arrival from Tampa, 
at the headcpiarters, in the Investment Building. 

If 1 remem])er correctlv, she stated at that time that she 
had some ditliculty or trouble with (Jiebithes, then Supreme 
President, and came here to get some satisfaction—I be¬ 
lieve that was the word thev used. I saw her with her 

• 

husband. Thev did not tell us to do anvthing. Both of 
them talked to me, at the same meeting. I don't know as 
1 can sav evervtliing she told me then, almost exactlv two 
years ago. 1 just do not want to be held accountable and 
responsible for the things that may liave escaped me. In 
substance she t()ld me she was here about this difficultv 

ft> 

with C’hel)ithes, and she canu* to nu* and (\ R. Xixon, then 
Supreme Counselor of the Oi'der of Ahe])a, now Sujirenu* 
Governor, and wanted to put the case before us. If I re- 
mem])er right, it was “what we could do to help the situa¬ 
tion." The Council was ilemanding joiir time. I do not 
remember anvthing else we talked about in the Investment 

♦ V 

building. 

After that by at)j)oiiitment we m(*t at the hotel, about 
lunch time, the four of us. She wanted to sue Chebithes. 
She said a good many things 1 can not remember the 

114 exact wonls of. Tlu‘ substance of the conversation 
was that th(‘y would not press the suit if some happy 

medium could be reached. She told us in detail at that 
time what the trouble was. After she had substantiallv 
come to a conclusion on her side we asked her several 
questions, among them one to the effect that “What can 
we do to help the situation, so that this case will not go 
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to court or so that it r.iav ])o settled amicahlv?!” and the 

• I 

answer was that it could be settled. Both of them were 
talking at the same instant; and wliat one would voice the 
other would consent to; I mean Mr. and Mrs. jPrice. In 
order to avoid, then, tlie litigation, they agrebd that if 
Chebithes would pay the exixmses of their trip down here 
—after we had the understanding that the cash could be 
settled that way, we left the hotel and went back to head¬ 
quarters. Our time had exi)ire(l there anyhow and we 
could not have staved there aiiv longer. She i said thev 
would settle for—1 don’t remember now whethejr she said 
they would settle, or they would stop the sui):, or they 
would not proceed with the suit; but the sum and| substance 
was that the case would go no further if ^Ir. |Chebithes 
would pay their exi)enses down here and back aiijd, if 1 am 
not mistaken, the attorney's fee was mentioned iiji that con¬ 
versation. I 

I 

115 That was the end of the conversation atithe hotel; 

I do not remember every word of it. AVq went be¬ 
cause we felt it our duty as officers of the Supreme Lodge 
to do anytliing ])ossible to keep the whole matter quiet, 
for the good of the fraternity. There was no meeting be¬ 
tween Mrs. Price, Mr. Chebithes, and us. | 

She came into the Supreme Council. She said be insulted 
her and demanded, I think, imp(‘a(*}im(*nt; I am ])betty sure 
it was impeacliment; she (hnnanded impeachmentj from the 
Supreme Lodge. j 

1 know Andrew Xickas, I lien Su])reme Socket arv of 

I . * 

Ahepa, elected, 1 think, in ll^lM; he was elected at Chicago. 
Then he assumed duties and was secretary at tlie time of 
the conversation with Mrs. Price. | 

When she made her statenuml the Supreme CjV)uncil at 
large was present, and Mr. (Iiebithes ]>residing. |1 can not 
say whether Xickas was there. Chebithes said .Something 
at that time. I remember after she stated her ca.4e he said 
something of this sort, ‘‘Gentlemen, upon my worej of honor 
as a .Mason and as nu Ahepa, she, l^lrs. Price,| is lying. 
That woman was not in mv hotel room at that time,” al- 
though I am not sure that those were the exact words; but 
I do remember that he made a general denial of spme kind. 
I do not remember in substance that these were tihe words 
used. I do remember that he at that time denied there 
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was anv truth in tlie statement made bv her. That is the 

mf * 

best of my recollection. I do not remember the exact words. 
We had a closed meetinii: after that. Slie was present at 
the time of these conversations I told about. 

Some difiiculties arose now and then between Xickas and 
Chebithes; 1 do not know whetlier you would call that 
friendlv or unfriendlv. 1 do not think tliev were the best 
of friends, as a fellow mi^^-ht say. I am not positive that 
they were enemies and neither am I sure tliat they 
lib were the best of friends. 

Thev did not seem to be verv friendlv at the con- 
volition lield in Miami, Florida, Auii'ust 31 to September 5. 

I had onlv oflicial relations with Mr. Xickas. 1 have no 

* 

complaints to make of him ollicially. Xo private letters 
were ever iriveii to me bv him. 

On cross-examination the witness testitied: 


Mrs. Price liad been with the Ahepa for some time prior 
to the (’liicaii’o convention, and as far as I know received 
her pay from the Order. I do not know whether she was 
secretary to the Su])reme President. She was an em])loyee 
in the oflice. At that time Ohebithes was Supreme Presi¬ 
dent and Xickas was SuiiiHune Secretary. At that time 
their relations were irood and friendlv, between Chebithes 
and Xickas. 

1 remember the SuDreme l)odv next met in Wasliinijrton 
the followinu’ Februarv. At that time 1 have no reason to 

])elieve that thev wcu-e not friiuidlv; neither liave I anv rea- 

* » » 

son to believe that thev w(‘re friendlv. 1 could not sav what 

• • » 

their relations were. 

1 do not remember whether when I saw Mrs. Price in 
'Washington after meetini>- her by appointment there was 
discussion about, certain money due lier from the Ahepa. 
1 remember lier, tellin. 2 : me that Chebithes had withheld 
from her (-(‘rtain, funds which were due her and which had 
been voted bv the Aheiia at Chicaixo, bv wav of a bonus on 
account of loyal service and as a weddinc: present; I think 
there was some such thinir brought up, but I do not believe 
that was brought up in our private conversation. I think 
she mentioned something of the sort to Mr. Xixon and my¬ 
self. 
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1 

It is not a fact that a Tier siio made the statement before 
the Supreme Council, complained and demanded the im¬ 
peachment of Air. Chebithes ])ecause of his conduct towards 
lier, that she then was asked to leave thd, room and 

117 the statement which he made was made: after she 
left the room, i am sure of that. He ijnade some 

sort of statement in denial at that time, and then we asked 
her to leave the room so that we could discuss the subject. 
Xickas was then Supreme Secretary, but I am nbt positive 
whether he was present at that meetiiii;-. He wai^6‘ in meet¬ 
ings of the Supreme Council, but 1 do not kno|v whether 
he was present at this particular moment. | 

1 do not rememl)er the dates of these conversi^tions with 
Mrs. Price here in Washington; they were beforq the Coun¬ 
cil meeting was over. The meeting lasted three c|ays, start¬ 
ing, 1 think, the first Aloiiday in February. 1 coifld not tell 
approximately the date of those conversations. | 1 do not 
recall whether it was the first, second or third b^^y of the 
council meeting. 1 know we conversed at diffei’ent times 
during the time the Council was in session with ^Irs. Price 

^ I 

and her husband. | 

1 opposed Air. Chebithes in every election, evei,^ since the 
Chicago or before the Chicago convention; poliitically, of 
course; I have no other relations with him. 1 ha\k‘ nothing 
against him. | 

He was told bv Air. Xixoii and mvself officiallviabout the 
conversation we had with Airs. Price. AVe asked him to 
come out in the hall and told him just what we did; that is, 
we told him we took it upon ourselves and went hhead and 
did this thing. | 

I have not had any business dealings with Air. (phebithes. 

i 

C. R. Nixon, a witness for defendant, testified by deposi¬ 
tion : j 

I 

Aly address is 2G02 E. Tenth St., Tulsa, Oklajhoma. I 
know plaintiff and defendant; have known Air. Ohebithes 
about four years. I know him as Siii)reme Preisident of 
Ahei)a. Have known Airs. Price about the same length of 
time. She was at one time em])loyed as one of t^e stenog¬ 
raphers in the headquarters of Ahepa. I ijave been 

118 Supreme Counsellor and Supreme Governpr and a 
member of the Supreme Lodge of Ahepa diiring the 

entire time. i 
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I have been a member of llie (/Idalioma bar about ten 
years and am an active practitioner. 

A]>oiit Fe])ruar\% Ib-b, I was liere to attend the Supreme 
Lodire me(‘tin.e:and liad a conference, with .Mr. Smitzes and 
Mrs. Price. Tlie Su])reme Lodjre met tlie first Monday in 

Februarv. I believe I first met her with Mr. Smitzes in the 

* 

Franklin S(}uare Hotel. Xo; that was not the first time I 
saw her duriiie' that Council mectiiiir; 1 do not remember. 
I received a telephone messaii'e at the hotel, called up the 
number and she answered. If I remember rie:htlv, it was 
the day prior to the conference. She said she must see me 
at once, that she had sonK'thinii* very im])ortant to take up 
with me. T told hc*r I could not see her then because of an 
important engairement at tlu‘ time. She asked me to meet 
her next morninir and 1 said “Yes." She tele])honed me 
airain aftcn* T irot to the Sn])r(‘me Lodge, said she was at 
the Fi*anklin Sfpian* TIotc*! and asked me to come down 
thei-e. 1 went with Mr. Smitzes. 

WluMi w(‘ arrived at tin* hot<‘l sin* introduced us to Mr. 
Price. T didn't know about her mai-riage ])rior to that. Re¬ 
lating the conversation in substance, she said “T suppose 
vou know whv T want to see vou." I said ‘‘Xo; 1 have not 

• ft ft 

the least idea." She was verv hvsterical or in an excited 

ft ft 

fi'ame of mind: and I think 1 said “Just tell me what vou 

ft 

have to sav, because T am busv and T have not so verv much 

ft ft ft 

time'' or something to that etTect: and she started to tell 
me something that ha])poned between her and Chebithes in 
Chicago. Mr. Smitzes and Mr. Price were present. She 
said that after the Chicago convention Chebithes attacked 
her in his room. T said “T am v(‘ry much surprised.’* 
119 T said “T have knowii both you and Mr. Chebithes a 
considerable length of time, have been more or less 
closelv associated with both of vou in the work of the Order, 
and T am very much surpris(‘d that you would make a state¬ 
ment of that kind to me." She then said “T know that vou 

ft 

are a good friend of mine: that you have always been cour¬ 
teous and ]>leasnnt. and our relations, including the ofhee 
work, have always been most friendly: and T felt more 
free to come to you and tell you about it, because you are 
American born, than T did to any other member of the Su¬ 
preme Lodge." T then said to her that, of course, T have no 
information about it and wanted to know what T could do, 
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what was to be done. 1 then went into the stateihent to her 
that she had been’well paid by the Order; that they had just 
voted to give her an additional sum of $250 ate a special 
gift, for a wedding present; and they had all sedmed to ad¬ 
mire her verv much; and that charges of that kind were of a 
very serious nature and rejected upon her as w^ll as upon 
the party against who she made them. That is my state¬ 
ment to her. I 

The outcome was a statement that 1 would s0e Brother 
Chebithes and ask him about the charges in orde^’ to satisfy 
myself as to what should be done, so far as thb Supreme 
Lodge was concerned, not having any personal iinterest in 
the matter as to either party. The suggestion jthen came 
from her that this matter could be fixed up by q monetary 
consideration and that unless reparation was made by Che¬ 
bithes, that she intended to bring suit, which, in turn, she 
stated, “You know will ])ring the Order of Ahei{)a into the 
matter. It was stated bv her that if she sued ’she would 

* I 

sue for a large amount. She said “J have come ijh the way 
from Florida to get this matter straightened ou):.” After 
some considerable talk it was stated that she Vould feel 
that she had been compensated if Che])ithes woliild a])olo- 
gize to her and pay her expenses and the ekpenses of 
120 Iier husband from Florida here and back land, I be¬ 
lieve, a small amount, pro))ably .$.300, as Attorney’s 
fees or some additional expense she had been to to that 
time. I 

The bonus not having ])een paid by the Suprepie Lodge 
was discussed in that conversation. She said sl:^e thought 
Chebitlies was the cause of her not having her ;money at 
the time when she needed it most, while she wa^ down in 
Florida. I 

As I remember, in that conversation I asked “Well, what 
was the nature of the attack?” She said “Weljl, he just 
attacked mo.” I do not think details were gope into or 
that I have ever known anything about what t^e details 
were. i 

I know Andrew Xickas, knew him as Secretary of the 
Ahepa in 1926 and 1927. T met him in Chicago aiid he was 
Supreme Secretarv at the time of the meeting in February, 
1926. ‘ " I 


96 


V. I. CHEBITHES VS. MADELEINE M. PRICE. 


After tlie conversation witii tliein at the liotel, the next 
time, T tliink, T saw ^Frs. Price was wlien she appeared be¬ 
fore tile Sn])reine Lo(li»-e meetiiiir and made an accusation 
against (’lieliithes. T was ])resent and lie was present and 
tile Ponncil was in session. I do not know whether the 
charges were made in writing. Tlie charge in the Supreme 
Lodge was in substance the same as 1 have related that she 
told us at the hotel. She told the same thing and demanded 
they expel (’hebithes as Supreme President. 

1 do not remember Chebitlu's making anv statement while 
she was in the Supreme Lodg(* meeting. I am sure he did 
not whil(‘ slie was in there stand u]) and say ‘‘Gentlemen, 
upon my word of honor as a Mason and as an Ahepa, she, 
Mrs. Price, is Iving. That woman was not in mv hotel room 
at anv time.'^ 

At lirst tlie relations of Xii-kas and (’hebithes, 1 think, 
were very ])leasant, and for the last year or more very much 
strained. Their r(‘lationship was very unfriendly 
121 during the greater ])art of the last year. During the 
entire time I do not think there was anv close rela- 
tionship between them. T do not know of any actions 
against (Miebithes: I know of (piite a few accusations made 
by Xickas against Chebithes, in matters ])ertaining to the 

Onhu' and liis work. I have not received anv letter from 

* 

X'ickas ])ertainii:ig to this matter, but have received letters 
pertaining to matters ])ertaining to the Order. 

I know what action the Supreme Lodge took on Mrs. 
Price's charges against ^Ir. (’hebithes. Thev refused to file 
the charges against him and disbelieved the storv that Mrs. 
Price told. 1 know that of my own knowledge, as a member 
of the Council. 


122 


On cross-examination th(‘ witness testified 


At the election following tlu‘ making of these charges, Mr. 
Chebithes in 1027 Xickas was a candidate for the Presi- 
tween Chebithes and X’ickas at the time of the Chicago con¬ 
vention were corilial. ITifrieiidlv feeling has existed more 

than a vear. I do not know how long after the convention 

* 1 

relations continued cordial. At the time of the election of 
Chebiethes in 1927 Xickas was a candidate for the Presi- 
dencv as against Chebithes. During that time there was 
considerable conflict of opinions and I understood the re- 
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latioiiship became strained from then on. !My first infor¬ 
mation, I tliink, was in correspondence from Xickas, as Su¬ 
preme Secretary, about watchiuir Cbe])lthes, orj words to 
that effect. Strictly s])eaking-, it was not an accusation in 
reference to the mishandling of the funds of the fraternity. 
There might have been in tlie accusation made some accusa- 
tion to tliat effect; Init the princi])al accusation against 
Chebithes was not in reference to the handling of|the funds 
of the Chape. Xickas never filed any charges concerning 
the handling of funds. 

i 

I do not know whether ^Ir. Xickas ever filed any charges 
in writing or not; the charges made to the Snpren^e (k)uncil 

I think were otherwise. I said that Mrs. Price wianted her 

1 

fare and her husband's fare from Florida to Witshington, 
D. C., and return, and a sum of about, T think, tjliree hun¬ 
dred dollars to covei* their expenses while they \iere here, 
and the attorney's fees for consulting an attorney here. 
According to mv best recollection that is cori'ectiand is, I 
think, the correct statement of fact. She was lu^t talking 
about the bonus of $2r)() voted h(‘r at the ('hicagj) conven¬ 
tion, and salarv due her. I recall the occasion when the 
bonus was voted to her; it was at the convention in Chi¬ 
cago in 192'). I do not know when Mrs. Price termi- 
12M nated her connection with the Ahepa. I made inquiry 
as to why her salai\v and bonus was not paid until 
P''ebruarv 4, 192t), and was infoi-med that then*! was not 
sufficient money in tin* treasui*y to pay it at that time; that 
is based on my ])ersonal inv(‘stigation of the matter made 
by inquiry and by examination of the books sho\ting con¬ 
dition of the fund out of which this was to be ])aidj. There 
was not that amoinit available to pay the sum of $310.18 
from the budget of the OT’ganization under which this item 
was to come. Mrs. Price complained about not having re¬ 
ceived this salary and bonus at the time of the meeting. I 
asked her particularly why she did not write to ine about 
the matter and she said she did not think it necessarv. 
When 1 met 7/er at the hotel in Febiaiarv, 1920, isiie was 

* I 

more nervous and upset than I had ever seen her before. 

On redirect examination the witness testified; i 


7^811a 


I 

i 
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I attended the convention in Cliica.e:o. T was an officer of 
the organization at that time; was on the (^onncil, and be¬ 
lieve I was chairman of tlie convention. I never heard of 
Mrs. Price’s aliening that Mr. Chehitlies had attacked her 
until long afterward. If I remember correctlv the meeting 
at the Franklin Square Hotel was in October or the first 
part of November; and I think tlie meeting here was in 
Februarv of the following vear. I attended the meeting of 
the Council here in February, 1926. As T remember, Mrs. 
Price asked to come before the Supreme Lodge and tell her 
storv. Mv recollection is not clear as to whether or not 
there came before the Council meeting here in February, 
1927, anv charges made bv Mr. Nickas against Mr. Che- 
bithes; I think there were no formal charges filed, but 
that Nickas made a statement liefore the Supreme Lodge in 
the presence of Mr. Chibethes, and the matter was threshed 
out, and that thev shook hands and agreed to go 
124 ahead and work together as Supreme President and 
SupremeiSecretary. T am sure no action was taken. 

On Kecross examination the witness testified; 


I do not recall the date the convention adjourned in C’hi- 
cago in 1925; 1 think it was ])robably Friday aft (‘moon, the 
first h’riday in ()cl()b(‘r. I l(‘ft for my home in Peoria, Ill., 
on the midnight train that night. To make it ni()r(‘ d(‘tinit(‘ 
I would sav that I left the last night, imnii'diatelv after all 
the functions were over, and if that was on Friday night, as 

is mv best recollection at this time, I left Fridav at mid- 

» ♦ 

night. I could not say whether the convention adjourned 
October 2nd. Th(‘ Su])r(‘m(‘ ('oiincil was not tog(‘tlier in 
session any time after I left for Leoria until this mc'eting 
in Februarv, 1926. 

On Redirect examination the witness testified; 

During that entire period I was Counst‘l!()r for the frater¬ 
nity. My name was ])rinted on station(‘ry of the fraternity; 

it was on stationerv used bv this ladv as s(‘cretai‘v for the 

• • • • 

organization; she kn(‘w mv address. 1 did not nveive anv 
communication, either personally or as an offic(‘r or as 
Counsellor for the fraternity, from ihe ‘>rd of October, 1925, 
until the date of'the meeting in the Franklin Sipiare Hotel, 
concerning this alleged attack bv Mr. Chebithes. Mv recol- 
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lection is that Brother Chehilhes made tlie motion to pay 
the bonus to Mrs. Price, and spoke in favor of itl 

i 

Alexander D. Varcas, witness for the defendanjt, testified 
by deposition: | 


Mv address is 6 Beacon Street, Boston, ^^Fasi. I have 
been a member of the bar of the State of ^las^achusetts 
four years. I was not a member of the Supremei Lodj>:e of 
tlie Ahepa in 1920 , nor in 1920. I attended the convention in 
Chicago in 192b. 1 liave known ^Mrs. Price since the AVasli- 
ington convention, a year before the Chii'ago con- 
125 vention. At Chicago 1 re]n-esented my Chapter as a 
delegate; I am now a member of the 1 Supreme 
Lodge, and (lovernor of District Xumber One. 1 luijve known 
^Ir. Cliebitlies since the Wasliington convention ih 1924. I 
stayed at the Chicago convention clear through i 'll believe 
it started on a Mondav and ended Ph’idav night of that 
week; it was sometime in October—I d(»irt remeimber the 
month or date. I believe* T left Chicago Sundav. IT ])clieve 
I saw Mrs. Price on Saturda>‘, October 3rd, in Chicago. I 
saw her Staurday, but not Sunday; it must have |)een late 
Saturdav afternoon that I saw her, but 1 do not rluneml)er 
just the time. I had some convei-sation with herlthen. I 
went to bid her goodbye. We were just friendsl|, and in 
view of the fact I was a delegate there and she \\]anted to 
thank me for mv action as Chairman of the Resolutions 

• I 

Committee, in introducing a resolution that she ])e given 
a present because she was going away. She Ijad con¬ 
tributed valuable services as secretary to the Il^'adquar- 
ters. The convention adopted my resolution and bejeause of 
that she wanted to thank me. We had quite a con\jersation 
on matters in general; particularly we talked al|)out the 
work of the convention. I asked what she thougl^ of our 
work, particularly of our reelection of Brother Cliebitlies, 
and she said she thought he was the only man tlpit could 
lead the fraternitv to a success; that he was a man qf noble 
character and great abilitv and the convention did a verv 
wise thing in reelecting him to the office of Supreme Presi- 

“ O A j 

dent. She was not at all upset in any way that wa>i ayipar- 
ent, was just the same as I always knew her. Shcjdid not 
complain of anything else, and appeared sorry that khe had 
left her em.ployment and connection with the headq^iarters. 


I 


I 
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I left Sunday, and that conversation with Mrs. Price was 
Saturday; 1 do not remember the exact time, but it 

126 might have been 6 or 7 o'clock; L do recall that it was 
Saturday. 

I have known Mr. Andrew Xickas since the Chicago con¬ 
vention; he was elected Supreme Secretary at that time, 
in 1925. I was not at the meeting of the Su})reme Lodge 
here in 1926, but was at the convention in Philadelphia in 
1927. I know of mv own knowledge that Mr. Xickas and 
Mr. Chebithes were not on friendlv terms during the last 
year or two; very hostile to each other. 1 received a com¬ 
munication from !Mr. Xickas about .Mr. Chebithes, but do 
not have it with me; I could tell the substance of it; 1 do 
not have it with me, I may have it in my oOice, I do not 
know. I do not know whether I have it or not. 

I was chairman of the Kesolutious Committee at the 
Chicago convention in 1925, and in that capacity offered a 
resolution at the convention for a bonus to .Miss MacXamee 
in connection with her services and as a ])resent because 
she was to be married. Miss .MacXamee was not desig¬ 
nated as Secret airy to the Su])ri‘me President; to me she was 
an employee of the headcpiarters. I supi)Ose her duties 
brought her in contact with the Supreme President and 
she was his secretary because she was at headcpiarters, 
and so was he. il believe the Chicago convention began the 
last Monday in September, 1925 and continued until Friday, 
October 2, 1925, but I am not so positive as to dates; the 
2nd or 3rd, 1 do not know; 1 renumiber the days of the week. 
I do not know that it commenced on the last Mondav in 
September, 1925, and ended on the first Friday in October; 
I know it was around that time. 1 saw Miss MacXamee 
FridaV, but not Fridav night. I saw .Mrs. Chebithes Sat- 
urday afternoon, with Mr. Chebithes, but did not say good- 
bve to them at that time. I saw .Mrs. Price after seeing 
Mrs. Chebithes but do not remember how long after; it mav 
have been one or two hours later. Mr. & ]\Irs. 

127 Chebithes were together when I saw them in the lobbv 
of the hotel. T cannot tell von the time of dav, and 

neither can I tell you it was in the lobby. I know it was 
in some part ofi the hotel; 1 don't know whether it was a 
mezzanine floor or where; 1 do not remember whether they 
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I 

were wearing coats preparatory to leaving the hotel or not, 
and do not remember whether it was cold weather; do not 
remember whether they were dressed as if going! out on the 
street or coming in. I 

128 Miss O’Leary is one of the stenographers in the 
headciuarters; 1 know a girl of that name ih the head¬ 
quarters. When 1 said good-bye to Mrs. Price bhe was in 
the temporary headquarters office at the hbtel; Miss 
O’Leary was not around. I think Mrs. Price was packing 
things. It was on the mezzanine floor of the hqtel; either 
the mezzanine or the second floor, 1 am not sure which they 
called it. I believe 1 arose that morning after Ijanch time, 
because llu* session llie night ])ef()re must have liisted until 

2 or 3 o’clock in the morning. 1 must hate had my 

129 dinner about 9 or 10 o'clock; 1 was going out to a 
home that night, and I left to go there about 8:30. 

I did not change from the clothes 1 had worn duriiig the day.- 
1 must have seen Mrs. Price some time between 6i and 8:30. 

i 

I am sure of that, and that she was in the mezzanine; but 
whetlier she was packing or just waiting for me'^ I do not 
remember. I know she was there; she was in charge of 
those things. I did not see her actually packing.! I do not 
remember wlio told me she wanted to see me, but it was a 
member of the Order. 1 do not remember how Mrs. Price 
was dressed. ' 


On Redirect examination the witness testified: 


When I visited her in the mezzanine between 6|and 8:30 
that niglit I did not see Mr. Clu^bitlies anywhere labout. I 
think there was a big room there, but there was nio private 
office tliere for Mr. Che])ithes or any of the Supreme Lodge 
officers; it was one large room. Xo rooms adjoining the 
large room were used l)y the Supreme Lodge, il do not 
know wliere Mr. Che])ithes went that Saturday night. I do 
not know wli(‘t]ier or not Miss O’Learv had finallv! left that 

* V 

afternoon, at the time T visited the office. j 

i 

George J. Willias, witness for the defendant,| testified 
by deposition: i 

i 

I reside at Wilkes Barre, Pa., where I am in | the res¬ 
taurant business; have been in this countr\' 21 years and 

i 

I 
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am an American citizen. I am Supreme Treasurer of the 
Order of Ahepa, and have been since September, 1925. I 
met Airs. Price at the Chicago convention in 1925, but had 
no occasion to know her personally after that. 1 received 
a communication from her; we had a little troulde with her. 
I received some letters from Airs. Price; 1 have them with 
me; gave them to Brother Cliebitlies. 1 received these two 
letters tlirough the mail, and there is the envelope; they 
were addressed to me. 1 don't know Airs. Price's 
loO signature. 1 have all the letters. 1 have not seen 
lier write, only what 1 have seen in the convention 
where she kept the minutes, that was all. The first time I 
corresponded with lier was about two months after the 
convention. This letter is dated December 15, and the other 
one Xovember 27,1925. The name signed here is Aladeleine 
AlacXamee Price. 

(The int])ers produced and identified by the witness were 
marked “Defendant's Kxhi])it A,'’ “Defendant's Kxhi])it 
B" and ‘4)(‘fendant's Kx]ii])it (V' resj)octively, and are ap- 
])ended to this de})osition.) 

As the Supreme Treasurer of the Order of Ahepa, I was 
paying the salary of Airs. Price by check. 1 also paid her 
bv check the amount that was voted at the convention in 
Chicago for a bonus. This ])hotostatic copy of a check is 

mv check. 1 cannot recall whether 1 liave seen the endorse- 

* 

menl ])efore or not. 1 get the checks ])ack from the bank and 
don't remember if 1 look at the endorsements or not. Ilav- 
ine: seen these signatures on l)oth of these letters and on 
that check, I would sav thev look like the same signature. 

1 can tell bv the date whicli of the two letters I received 

* 

first. 1 answered them l)oth, and think I have the copies. 
All I remember is this: that 1 wrote her “Send me a bill 
for your expenses and 1 will send you the money that is 
coming to vou.',' That is all 1 asked her. After we ex- 
changed these two letters, I received a bill and issued a 
check to j)ay for it. As SupiH*me Treasurer of the Ahepa 
I am familiar with the financial situation and records of the 
Order from mv time on. 

1 have known Air. Cliebitlies since Xovember, 1924; he was 
then Su])reme President, before I met him. I kept track of 
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all the financial records ot* the Ahepa. I am fanjiiliar with 
them, and have never seen anything wrong ivith them. 
131 I have known Nickas since he was elected Supreme 
Secretary, September, 19*25. He was Suppme Sec¬ 
retary until the last of September, 1927. He ne^er talked 
or wrote to me about misappropriation of fundsiof Ahepa 
by Chebithes. I know they fought among themselves. If 
they were fighting it could not be cordial. Thait brought 
about the results of the Miami convention. ; 


132 


On cross-examination the witness Georgfe J. Wil- 
lias testified: I 


'Sly rel at ions witli riiebithes are not close. Hje lives in 
'Washington and I live in 'Wilkes Barre. They! have not 
always been friendly. Anything there was wron^ he done, 
anything that was not authorized, I was againfet it. At 
times he did things that were not authorized that I op¬ 
posed. I 

Once a year auditors examine the financial rbcords of 
Ahepa. The first year they were selected by | Supreme 
Ib-esident ('’hebithes. He was to select and appdint them. 

T recall the voting of the bonus to plaintiff in| Chicago, 
to be ]^aid by the Supremi* Treasurer, $250. Tlie Ireason it 
was not paid was not exactly the bonus and the Salary; it 
was the (|uestion of her travelling expenses between 'Wash¬ 
ington and C'hicago, that I had not received a statement 
or voucher covering that from her. I do not recajl when I 
did receive such a statement but I think it was during or 
after the Supreme Lodge meeting in February;, 1926; I 
think it was 1926. Right after those letters I rqceived it 
and issued this check; it was more than a mopth after 
the letters; I am not quite sure but think it was dijiring the 
meeting here in P"'ebruary, 1926. Payment was rpade for 
this bonus, back salary, and other of her expensesj on Feb¬ 
ruary 4, lt)26. The only reason this was not pai'd before 
that was because sin* had not sent a statement befbre then 
such as she was requested to furnish. There was ho other 
n'ason. I knew the $250 was due her but did not know ex¬ 
actly how much salary was due, because T was in the treas¬ 
ury, but tlie 8u])r(*nie President—Miss MeXameejused to 
send a note to send the salary for the girls, including her 


I 
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own. Travelling ex])en.ses was the only item for which I 
needed a .statement. 

On redirect examination George J. Willias testified: 

133 The fiscal year 19*20 auditors were employed by 
]\Ir. (Iiehithes as Supreme President. That was the 
first vear of mv administration. Unrimr that vear there 
were no charges or (piestions raised by any one as to the 
correctness of the books and accounts. The second year, 
1927, Xickas (‘m])loyed the auditors, who did not bring to 
my attention any discre]>ancy in accounts or in tlu* revolv¬ 
ing account for tlie ex]M‘nses of the Supreme President. 

I was (‘li*cled Tr(‘asur(‘r in S(‘])1 emh(‘i\ 1927), and took ])os- 
session of the tr(‘asui‘y Xov(miber 30 or October 30, 1925, a 
month after. I canu‘ here and found we liad onlv a few dol- 
lars in the treasury, but checks started coming in, so in¬ 
side of two or three we(‘ks I had a thousand or five hun¬ 
dred dollai's, oi- som(‘thing like that. It start(‘d coming in 
rieht alonii-. The frateiaiitv had plentv of outstanding: bills 
besides Mrs. Price''s hill. T did not have the monev in the 
treasury to pay all those bills. AVlien tlu' Supreme Lodge 
met in F(‘bi-uary, 1927, T had enough money to pay expenses 
e)f the Sip^reme Taxlge Init not enough money to pay all the 
bills of the fraternitv. 

I stand on the state'inent T made that $250 that was due 
^liss ^lacXanu'e would have been paid if T had the state¬ 
ment. Protlu'r riiebitlies told me to pay her. I would not 
listen to her; T demanded a bill. 

\Vh(*r(‘upon Pefendant's Kxhihit A was read to the Jury 
as follows: 


‘‘Jacksonville, Fla. 


“Mr. G. J. Mdllias, 

“109 Wood Street, 

AVilkes-Rarre, Pa. 


4 » 


“Dear Rrothkr Willias; 


134 “I reerret verv much tiie necessitv of writing this 

letter, but T wish to sav that T am verv much sur- 

• • 

])rised at your action of n'fusing to .‘^ign a check for my 
salary during the last week I was at the Tleadcjuarter.s, un¬ 
til you have a statement from me of my expenses to the 
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Convention. In all my association with the Al^epa, this is 
the first unpleasant ex])erience that I have had, and I 
deeply regret it. | 

“First, permit me to tell yon that the Suprejme Council 
at its second session in Koom .M-IS, Drake I^otel, voted 
unaniinonsly to allow all the ex])enses necessary for myself 
and my assistant, to the Convention. | 

“Next, ])ermit me to inform yon that onr ex];^enses were 
almost less than half of what it would have co^st the Fra¬ 
ternity had Convention stenogra])hers he/n.^ hired in Chi¬ 
cago. To em]>loy strange stenographers would have meant 
three at a cost of Fifteen Dollars per day, night sessions 
(after five o’clock) Five Dollars extra, seventt-five cents 
per page of typewriting, and twenty-five cents| additional 
for carbon copies. This for each of the thijce stenog¬ 
raphers. I, in order to ke(‘p the cost down, se)it back an 
extra girl that the C’hicago Chapter volunteered fo send me. 

“Am I to understand, then, brother IVillias^ that you 
as the new Snprenu' S(‘cret:iry, iwv (piestioning m\' integrity 
to the extent that yon will not ]>ay my lawfnlly-cfarned sal¬ 
ary until yon have a statement of expenses, even tho the 
eiith'c Supreme (’onncil had sntTicient confidence^ in me? 

“Brother Willias, I am rightfully hurt at ypnr action. 
Had 1 not considered every .Ahepan—yon and eyery other 
brother—there miglit not have been any Convention yet. 

If yon doubt the truthfulness of that statjement, in- 
135 quire of the Supreme President. lie, un^Ioubtedly, 
can assure you that I made the (’onventiyn possible 
at the time it was hold. 1 believe, however, that you heard 
brother Chebithes’ woi-ds of ap])reciation in the (lonvention 
room, telling of the sacrifice I liad made to “se^ the Con¬ 
vention thru,’’ as he stated it. 1 refused to leave|the Head¬ 
quarters with my husband in August, and com4 to Jack¬ 
sonville. To have done so—well, brother AVillias, I shall 
leave it to your own imagination. Even after thb Conven¬ 
tion was ended, I rushed back to AVashington,! cancelled 
mv reservations, wired mv husband that I could!not leave 
for ten days or more, and then took up the reins!again. I 
stayed at the IIead(iuarters, working late at nijght, until 
Mr. Price called me on long-distance telephone and insisted 
upon my leaving for Jacksonville. If you like\\iise doubt 


I 
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these statements, again 1 rei’er you to Brother C'liebitlies, 
or mv wortliv little assistant in the office. 

ft ft 

“Therefore, in view of two veai’s of absolute lovaltv to 

ft ft ft 

everything ])ertaining to the Orclei*, to brothers Denieter, 
Chebithes, (liotas, and (\)ron(‘os, and considering the un¬ 
stinted laboi\ day and far into the midnight hours, Sunday, 
also, I cannot lielj) but feel much grieved at your action. 
At the (’onveiilion you witnessed the vote of appreciation 
given me unanimously by the del(‘gatt‘s. 77/c//^ brother 
AVillias. have conlidence in me, because they kiKtiv what 1 
liave meant to the Order. 

“J shall furnish vou with tlie statenumt vou ask for, and, 
in turn, I would appreciate r(‘ce!ving my salary check. 
Surely, I iua'ci’ expected to i‘Xperience a doubt in the mind 
of anv of mv “brothers.’’ 

ft ft 

Verv trulv vours, 

‘ MADELINE (\ Ma('X.\MEE PRICE. 
(MRS. T. E. PRK’E.)” 


i:i(; 


bil'J Hogan Sti*(*et, 
Jacksonville, Fla.” 


AVh('reu])on Defendant's Exhibit T> was r(*ad to the Jury 
as follows: 

I “Jacksonville, Florida, 

“December lb, 1925. 

“.Mr. (L J. MJllias, 

“169 AVood Street, 

“Wilkes-Barre, Pa. 


“Deal iJn. 'Willias: 

“Your hotter of De(*(‘mber 12th rc^ached me this morning. 

If my fonmn* h‘itei* s(‘eni(‘d to contain any ])hraseologv that 

.iarred your sensibilities, then, u]mn ivccMpt of yotir letter 

you ]>hu*(‘d ]n(‘ in, position to say that \ frankly do not like 

the message vou have addressed to m(‘ in renlv to a com- 
* « • • 

mon-sense business hdter. 1 addressed mv hdter to vou, 
brother Willias, not to your wife, and T ex]>e(*ted you to 
answer me. 

“No, T did not see the necessity to retain a copy of my 
letter dated November 27th. memorv serves ine clearlv 

• • ft 

as to its contents, and there was nothing embodied therein 
to give otTense, unless one started “splitting straws.” 
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Since you, yourself, admit that you are not familiar with 
the workings of the Supreme Headquarters, ilt does not 
seem just proper that you should doubt your Supreme 
President’s statement that there is salary due me. Of 
course, there could be no dou])t that I actuaUy worked 
for it because the fact could be sul)stantiated in liiany ways; 
for instance, by the fact that I turned the incoming money 
over to brother Coroneos, and made out voucher? for same; 
he, in turn, giving me a receipt for the amountjs. I think 
that I have iK'eii verv decent about the delav. Here 

. j *' 

137 it is two months now that I am kept waiting for sal¬ 
ary that was due prior to any other salaijy, clerk or 
Supreme Ofiicer. Did you require a ‘‘bill” for these va¬ 
rious salaries, brother Willias? You see, it isn’t quite 
logical. Xo one, learning of the affair, could do jother than 
feel that I have received })retty sliabby treatment on both 

mv salarv and the Resolution of the ConventioiiL in return 
* *' . .1 
for the uiKpiestioned loyalty I liave given. Suppose I were 

to accord similar treatment to the Supreme Officers! Every 
one of those splendid men would wonder what in! the world 
had been done to me, l^ecause eacli and every ope of them, 
believe absolutely in me. They would certainly he inquisi¬ 
tive as to n'htj I had been so incensed. Certainly, then, 
brother Willias, I am hurt to the heart at your attitude. 

“Hy letter to you set forth my side of the pifoposition, 
honestly and clearly. I am not given to mellow speech and 
sugar-coated words, and I rather think you wouild not de¬ 
sire any such thing. Having given considerationiand cour¬ 
tesy to everyone, I am c(n*tainly entitled to the sjjme thing. 
Dr. Demas, President, of the Washington (liapter, who, 
witli so many of the other brothei's, s})oke so higlily of me 
at the Convention, knows first-hand in what condition the 
duties of the Headquarters during the whole yepr and for 
the Convention left me. Yon, too, know that thei Supreme 
President found it necessary to absent himself alfa)!)! eight 
of the twelve months, on the busines of the Order] and dur¬ 
ing that time it was I who answered your correspondence, 
as well as sixty or seventy others, collected moneys that 
could not be collected, and liad not been collected for two 
or more years, paid th.e obligations of the Ordbr, estab-' 
lished cha])ters, recorded thousands of applicationb; in fact, 
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.mssuiikhI full ('liuri 4 ,'c* oi* llu* 1 Icud*juartcrs and acted 
13S as President, Supreme S(‘m-etary, private secretary, 
and all else combined, 'i'iicre could not be given ai 
the Ponveiilion a report of tlu* Su])reme Secretary because 
I was the ne^iri'st person the Order had to its Suj)reine 
Secretary. 1 am stating these things just to bring to liglit 
tliat I am due some consicbu'ation, iust(‘ad of l)eiug kept 
waiting month aftt‘r month for wind is due me. You, as 
a new oHicer, cannot, of (mum'sc, uiKb-rstaud (*xactly the 
work invoIv(‘d, or the ai)solut(7// noeessity that th(‘ Ilead- 
quart<‘]\s have (*mj)loy(‘(*s on wliom to depend. You may, 
however, before yoin* t(‘rni of oHicc* c'Xpires. d'liere is no 
anibiguitv intmidod llnu’c*, Isrotht*!* Willias, and 1 nnmtion 
tlu‘ fact mc*r(*ly to avoid any possibilities of your thinking 
so. ^’ou seo 1 bax’o Icariu'd to try and a\’oid a doubl(*-con- 
stnu-tloji b(‘ing ])lac(‘(l on my language. 

“Regarding your re(pu‘st that I present a hill for my 
salary. .May I in<iuir(‘ if you liav(* (‘vm* known a r(‘putable 
busin(*ss bou>(‘ to riMpiirc* a bill for salary.’ I have lield 
n‘sponsiMe ])osilions in several nati(»ual and international 
]ious(‘s, and this is t!u‘ lirst tinu‘ 1 have* lu'ard of such a 
request. You ask'.Ml im* in your b'ttcu- if 1 think ‘is not tins 
pro])(‘r way to pay ])ills.' l)(‘cide(lly uni wIkuh* s-lary or 
iiny sucli reieuncration is concerned. 

‘‘I do not know what more I could giv(‘ von on a state- 
ment of my (‘X})enses to (diicago than what you yoursidf 

could ligurt‘ out (‘asilv enougli, wlum vou consid(‘r railroad 

«. • • 

fan*. nu‘ais miroute to and from (diicago, three meals a 

(lav for nin<‘ da vs at the Prad'Ce (\’on know bow short a 

• • • 

period I had betwcum sc'ssious of tin* d<‘h‘gat(*s anid Su- 
pr(mu‘ Odicers' meiaings), hot(‘l bill for (*igh1 'days, ])orter 
fet‘s for opMUiing and rej^acking n*coi‘d boxes, and other 
inci(h‘nta]s. The fact (d* tin* matt(M’ is, bi-oiher 
l.db AVillias, I sixmt out of mv (»wn moiU'v //oov' Ilia/ I 

i • • 

was allow(‘d. Since*, as vou romai’k in vour letti*]’, the 

• • 

SiquH'UU* Presi(h*nt receiv('d tin* benielit of my s(*rviees (al- 
tliougli tin* cafirt’ brotlu'riuxxl was actually tlie recipi(‘nt) 
then I do not see where t]n‘r(‘ should lx* any delay wh(‘n he 
lias advisf'd you that my salary is due and jiayabh*. It is 
all perfectly well to keep an eye on the jiurse strings” but 
sometinu's a (jiiestion of (‘tides is involved. 
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do not know to wlint vou refer bv mv ^remarks about 

♦ * I 

me in your letter.’ I stated my ease plainly, juist as I am 
doing* here, and I thouglit you eould aeeept tlieip in a busi¬ 
ness sense. Perliai)s a re-reading* of my letter will change 
voui* mind as to anv intent to give offense. i 

‘‘Thank vou for inv check at an earlv date. I 

. . . I 

Verv truly yours, 1 

:^1ADELIXM .MacXAMEP] PIllCE.” 

i 

I 

(P2 copies retained.”) I 

i 

140 George Thomaides, a witness for defendant, tes¬ 
tified: I 

1 have lived in tliis cilv 2() vears; am a naturalised Ameri- 

* * . . I . . 

can citizen and a lawyer, engaged in ])ractice. ]\|Iy oflice is 

at 4l2f) P''iflh St. 1 have pi*acli(*(‘d law in this cit;^* ‘20 years. 
I have known defendant about 3^,-j years; know (jthers who 
know him; know well tlie people wlio know him; I have 
talked with many about him. 1 know liis generlal reputa¬ 
tion for truth and moral rectitude. His generid re])uta- 
tion for trutli is the very ])est. llis general repittation for 
se.xual moral it V is verv good. ! 

I have known Mr. Xickas about tliree years ^uid know 
])eo])le wh(^ know liim; 1 liave talked with tpiite a t](‘W people 
who know him. I know his general reputation jfor truth. 
It is bad. 

On cross examination the witness testified: 

I 

1 did not call in tliis aftiu-noon in Court and state to 
counsel for defendant that T would like to testifiv for de- 
fendant. I was subpicnaed to t(‘stifv this aftejrnoon. I 
did not come into the court room, just before luncheon ad¬ 
journment, and ask ^Fr. X’icholson whether or not I could 
testifv for them. I understood thev wanted me io testifv, 
and I wanted to know when th(‘y exiiected me on jhe stand. 
l>(*fore that they issiUMl tli(‘ sub})(cna for this afternoon. 

i 

I 

Vasilios I. Chebithes, tin* (h'bmdant, testified: j 

I was born on the Island of Korea, now Greece, h^d came 
to this country in 1900. When I came to tliis d-ountry I 
staved about a month in Pittsburgh, then I went to Ken- 


I 
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tuckv. I was about 14 wliou T wont to Kentuckv. There 

• » 

I lived and worked on a farm. I was in Kentucky continu¬ 
ously from l!M)f) to In Kentucky I went to the public 

school there in the country, near the farm, and then 1 went 
to the hi^h school in Somerset, Ky., four years, and when 
I finished hii^h school 1 went to college at Danville, 
141 Ky., and finislied college, with the degree of bachelor 
of arts. Aflrn* gi'aduation 1 went back to tlie farm; 
then when the war ])r()ke out I went in tlie Armv. When 
the war broke out 1 was working on the farm and went 
in the Army. I, was fii*st sent to a camp near Louisville, 
then was moved to Jacksonville, Fla., and from there to 


Newport Nows and from there to France. I served in 
hb^ance a little ovm' nim* months but did not engage in anv 
battle there. T came back from France the latter part of 
June, 1919, was discharged in July, and went back to the 
fann. I was naturalized in Jacksonville, while in the Army. 
After 1 came back 1 stayiul on the farm for a while and 
then I came to Washington. Here I first got a ])osition in 
the folding room of the Fapitob and that fall matriculated 


in the (leorge Washington Fniversitv Law School. Later 



ot a position with the Census Bureau and after that took 


the examination for Patent OHice Fxaminer and secured 


position in the Patcmt Office. 1 was at the same time work¬ 
ing at the Patent Oflice and attending law school, and grad¬ 
uated in the spring of 1922. 

I first got knowledge of the Order of Ahe])a when Mr. 
Polos came to organize a Chapter of the Ahepa here. I 
believe we had a meeting about it just before he came. 


Somebody had known about it and they called me to meet 
with them and discuss the matter, and after we had dis¬ 
cussed it and (lecid(‘d it was a pr(‘tty good organization 
and we should have a Chapter here, then wo applied to 
headquarters in Philadelphia to give us instructions as to 
how we should proceed to organize a Cha])ter. Mr. Polos 
came hero and, with his assistance, we organized a Chap¬ 
ter, and I was already in the Patent Office, and I was 
elected President, of the Chai)ter. Them we learned that 
they would have a convocation of the Order here in Wash¬ 
ington, and were <lireeted to elect two delegates from 
142 our Cha])ter to attend the convocation. At the same 
time the Chapter was to be the host of the delegates 
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here aiul we were asked to make certain prepa|rations for 
the convocation, which took ])lace<'/ about Septeimber 22 to 
27, 1924, five days. I was a delej^ate for my Cbapter and 
at tliis convocation I was elected Supreme Presicient, 

I met Mrs. Price at the convocation in 1924, in Washing¬ 
ton. After 1 was elecded Supreme President Chebithes 
came to me and said Miss IMacXamee had askedj her to see 
if I would not retain her. After a conversation had with 
^^rs. Cliel)itlies, Miss MacXamee, now Mrs. Pri(|*o, came to 
me, and J said to her “Tliev tell me von would like to stav 
with the liead<inartei's, eviai tlion.nli they arc moving to 

Wasliinuton.’’ She said ‘‘Yes; 1 love the work |verv much 

■ 1 « 

and would like to retain my ])osition, if you wo|nld like to 
have me.’’ I said “Of ('ourse I have no one elj^e in mind 
and, seeing you are familiar with tlie work, I wojidd just as 
soon, or sooner, have you stay with the headcjiiiarters as 
anvhodv else.” i 

The Supremo Lo<lge decid(‘d head<juarters i should he 
mov(‘d from Philad(‘l])hia to Washington. Immedijitely after 
the convention we began ])re])arat ions for remoival of the 
head(inartors. ^Irs. Price and I, in company jwith Mr. 
Xickotis from Atlanta, engag(‘d a taxicab and drc^ve around 
the town to look for otlices and (h'cided to locate/'/i in the In¬ 
vestment Building, rntil the furniture of the |liead(]uar- 
ters was moved fi'om l^hiladelphia, we used an office I had 
in lh(‘ MacLac'hlen Building, and she lived at onrihouse un¬ 
til she could get a ])lace to stay. She was a stranger in the 
city and was onr guest thc*re at the house, I doiPf know ex¬ 
actly how long, about a week oi* two, the latieji* j)art of 
September or tirst of ()(‘tober, 19*24. i 

Slie continued on and in the course^ of tjme head- 
14M (piartei’s was moved here. The furniture wjas moved 
to the Investment Building. W(‘ set it u]) tihere, and 
I still held my position in tlie Patent Office; thoilgh I had 
given notice to resign, I had not resigned yet. I was, in 
the beginning, working at the Patent office,- andjgoing to 
hoad<iuarters at night, and looking over the maijl and at¬ 
tending to the bnsin(‘ss; but about January 1st | severed 
my connection with the Patent office and devote^ all my 
time to the Order of the Ahe])a. I was elected 'Supreme 
President and took my office the 27th of Se])temkfer, 19*24, 
and definitely severed connections with the Patenj office in 
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January, ])nt T liad not boon very rci>:ular at the Patent 
ofhce clnrinu^ that time. Miss MacXamee and T had two 
rooms; one was desiuiiated for the records, stenoi>:raphers, 
and otlier tliiiiii's, and the other was a sort of a semi-])rivate 
room for mvsolf, and we worked toilet her that wav. !Mrs. 
Price’s duties were whatever T wanted lier to do. She took 
dictation and recorded applications, and sent out cards, 
and made up iRickaires of different kinds that tlie members 
of tlie Order reciuired on tlie outside. Then just aliout the 
time we moved to the Investment Buildiiye:, she said the 
work was too mucli for her, and she needed an assistant in 
the oOice, so I authoi-ize<l lier to inquire wlierever she 
thought she could iret someone to her likin.e:; and she ad¬ 
vised me she had secured th.e services of ^Miss O'Learv; 

• 

^liss O’Learv then came to the oHice and thev both worked 

w * 

there. 

Thereupon the followiii^U’ (luestion was asked: 

‘‘A. At the time you assumed oflici* as Su])reme I^resi- 
dent of the Order of .\h(‘pa. will you tell us how many 
Chapters there were of that Order at that time?” 

To which objection was inad(‘ and sustained, and an ex- 
ce])tion noted. 

144 .My duties took nu* out of tin* city (juite often. T 
would make little trips out here and there, and come 
back, and on one occasion I made a Ionic trip. I left head¬ 
quarters about June (5 and did not return until some time 
in August: 1 returned just about a month before the Chi¬ 
cago convention.i That is the long(‘st trip 1 made. At no 
other time was I gone as much as a month; sometimes a 
week, or two days or 10 days: maylx* as much as two weeks, 
but at no ])revious time had I been away from head(iuar- 
ters longer thama month. I couldn't tell how long I was 
gone altogether. 

During the time T work(*d with ^Irs. Price at the ollice, 
there were many occasions whim I remained late in the 
afternoon at the heaihjuarters. 

I went to the ('hicago convention; 1 was Supreme Presi¬ 
dent at that timi*. I had rooms at the Drake Hotel; Mrs. 
Chebithes was with me. !Mrs. (’hebithes and I had one room, 
and Mrs. Price and Miss O'T.eary had the other room. I 
heard all the testimony that Mrs. Price stated here. 
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^‘Q. Now toll US c-xacllv \vlial did voii do around tlioro in 
the convention, Mr. ('liebitlies ? Just describe it, as far as 
your duties were concerned, and yonr work in jllie conven¬ 
tion, and in vour rooms?” * * i 

’ * I 

! 

l-lf) The Court: Is there anytliinii*, wlieije the case 
stands up to tliis time, that you want to correct about 
that? I would not want to i»-o all over this ai^aiin. 

Mr. McXeill: We want to know about the int<|^rcbani*:e of 
work between the two rooms, and the passing- back and 
forth, and the duties of both at the convention. I 

The Court: It is ])t‘rfectly ])roper to show abojiit the com¬ 
ing back and forth between the two rooms, perfecftly ])roper. 
But this convention, who cares about that ? i 

j\rr. Nicholson: I want to show what this man| was doing 
at this time, and what was his ])]ivsical condition land everv- 
thing else. It is material to onr cas(% and hd^w long he 
worked, and all such things. j 

The Court: He can state he was working Injrd all the 
time. If you mean he was not in a physical cQiidition to 

make an assault on this woman- ! 

Mr. Nicholson: Anvthing might be - i 

^‘The Court: We are not going to spend honi|S to show 
how hard this man woi-ked on any such propositi('|)n as that. 
You may take an exce])tion.” | 


At the convention we were np practically alllthe time; 
very little time for sleep. The actual work of tlie conven¬ 
tion started about 10 oVlock in the moiniing, and Sometimes 
ran until 10, 11, and 12 o’clock at night: but after the actual 
sessions of the convention adjourned mv time, as well as 
the time of other delegates, was required on commit- 
14G tee work and in going here and there, and we rarely 
got to bed before b or G o’clock in the morning, and 
sometimes never sle{)t at all during the week. I difln’t have 
any regular work in my sleeping room, 1 was in ai|id out all 
the time day and night. IMany times ihere was o(jcasion to 
have assistance there and I called ^Irs. Price ve ‘v often: 

I " 

sometimes two or three times a day, and sometimejs oftener 
than that. Sometimes IMrs. Chebithes was preseht, some¬ 
times not. I gave ^Ii*s. Price various and snndi'v work. 
Sometimes I wanted a certain file or record; somietimes a 


8—4Slla 


I 
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list of delegates’ names: sometime-^ wanted her to hrim;' me 
work on a new constitution I had been working on; some¬ 
times to take down a statement for the press, and ditTerent 
work of that sort; no particular kind of general work. She 
had custody of the contidential records of the fraternity, 
in her room; some in her room and some in mine, and she 
knew where everything was: wheiu‘ver ] needed anvthing 
I would call on her to get it for me. 

I believe the bamiuet was Tuesday niglit. Just after Mrs. 
Chebithes and T dressed for the ])an(iuet and we started 
downstairs, I knocked at Mrs. Price*'s door and asked if she 
would mind taking her note])Ook and ])(‘ncil and take down 
the names of the ])eo])le who s})ok(‘ at the ])an(iuet, and 
make a summary of their remarks for inse^rtion in tlie con¬ 
vention report when we wrote it n]). She said she didn't 
think it a fair reejiiest. She said “if T come to the ban<iuet 
as a guest I am not going to take any notes. If you want 
me to take notes, tlien 1 will come and stav in the gallerv 

and take the notes.’- I said “1 am sorrv if von fi‘el that 

• • 

way about it, but just forget it. ^b)u needn't botlu‘r taking 
the notes, but come to tlu* ban(|U(*t and enjoy yoursi'lf. ami 
I will take the notes myself.’’ I didn*i want much taken; 
only the names of the ])eo})l(s and the substance of their re¬ 
marks. With those remarks ^Irs. (’h(*bithes and [ 
147 walked away. I noticed at the bampiet that she was 

not there. Next djiv or the dav after, some* meunbers 

• • 

of the convocation cann* to me and said, “Miss Mac was 


telling around that you insulted h(‘i* the night Ixd'oi-e last, 
and for that reason she didn't (‘omi* to the bampu^t, and 
some of the members think it strange* that von would insult 
her. We thought you and slu* got along good, and don't un¬ 
derstand that.". So many of tlie ])eople came and told me 
about it that Friday 1 believe, when she was in my room, 
I remember saying to her that “you know 1 am a candidate 
for re-election, and remarks like that didn't hel]) me any.” 
She denied making these statements. 1 said, ‘‘There is no 
use in your denying it, because s(*v(*ral ]x*o])le have told me 
about it.” She insisted that slu* didn't say anything and 
wanted me to bring the ])eople who had told nu*, to h(*r. I 
said, “I am not going to that extc*nt, because I don't think 
it is that important, but T am just telling you that 1 heard 
about it, and if you haven't said anything al)out it, it is 
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all riiiflit; and yon will have to try to correct the im])res- 
sion on the people to whom you have talked about it.” That 
is about all that passed l)etween us. She was ijii the room 
that day only about 15 or minutes. Nothing else hap¬ 
pened between us. i 

The elections were lield and T was nominated and elected 
unanimouslv, so we went on. Fridav niuht we ihad instal- 
lation ceremonies. It was an open affair, andi lasted un¬ 
til about two O'clock in the morning. The following day 
Mrs. Chebithes was going to visit some friends hei’e and 
there so we got u]) about S:‘)0 and went dowiistairs for 
breakfast, as she j)lanned to take the 9:45 train.| When we 
got to the lobby ^Mrs. Fhebitlies wanted me to go'to the bar¬ 
ber shop with her, and I was going, but some of the mem¬ 
bers wlio wei'e going away wanted to talk to me, so 
14S I asked her to (‘xcuse me: 1 talked withi them and 
she went back upstaii's. She wanted me ti) go to the 
station with her. When we got to the cab outside the hotel, 
1 saw a number of d(‘legat(‘s and they asked nu'l not to go 
away as they were going to have a picture taken ajiul wanted 
me in it; so Mrs. (’h(‘bitl!es excused me again; s|ie wiuit to 


not know 
Price and 


the station alone, and I stayed there. 1 do 
whether or not Mrs. Fhebithes had seen Mrs. 

Miss O’Learv that morning. 

That (indicating ])liotogi*aph) is a picturei of Miss 
O’Leary, Mrs. LT'ice, .Mr. Kirby, and several ollluu- mem¬ 
bers; taken Saturday morning. I know that because I saw 
it taken; it has been in my ])ossession ever simj-e. Other 
pictures were taken that morning. This one oiji i)age 30 
of the Ahepa magazine was taken that morning. That 
magazine was published in August, 192(5; I edite|d it. 

I planned to stay in Chicago awaiting Mrs. Chebithes’ 
return; ]Miss ^lac and 2^1 iss O'Learv were cominig back to 
Washington. I knew that Miss Mac intended tojleave the 
headquarters because she told me so before going there. 
On my return from the long trip mentioned, she told me 
that while I was gone she got married, that her! husband 
was !Mr. Price, and that he was in Florida, butl that she 
was going to stay with the Ahe])a until after th'o conven¬ 
tion. When we talked about it on vSaturday, shejwas anx¬ 
ious to get back to Washington and then to Flori^la to her 
husband, but in view of having taken a great deal! of short- 


i 


I 

I 


I 




116 


V. I. CHEBITHES VS. MADELEINE M. PRICE. 


hand during tlie convention I asked her to transcribe just 
what she had in lier notebook, and when she had tliat done 
she could go; tliat 1 didn't care to liave her do anything 
else, but that was very important and I would like her to 
do it and leave it at the headciuarters and I could give her 
other instruction when she irot there about where to leave 
certain things so I could find them; because 1 knew I 
149 wouldn't see her again after she left, as 1 jdanned 
to go to Kentucky with Mrs. Chebithes before com¬ 
ing to Washington. Xothing else happened in connection 
with me and her. 1 was in Chicago when she left, but did 
not see her go. 


(Photograph offered in evidence as Defendant's K.xhibit 


10 .) 


The next time I saw Mrs. Price after that Saturday was 
the first Mondav in Februarv, lOi^b. When 1 i;ot back to 
Washington from Kentucky I found this letter in an en¬ 
velope in my desk, addressetl to me. The envelope was 
sealed and on the corner it said “pc'rsonal." After that 
I received all those letters. The next time I saw her was 
the first dav of Febrnarv. 192(), in inv ollice in the Invest- 
ment Buildine:; she came alone. L was in mv room. The 
Supreme Lodge was scheduled to meet ther(‘: it meets on 

the first Mondav of Februai’v each vear; in fact we had a 

• » * 

Minister of the Gospel on the Supreme Lodge who lived in 
Wisconsin, and he objected to travelling on Sunday and 
wrote to me immediately after I had sent out the notice to 
the Supreme Council asking if it would not be possible to 
postpone the meeting one day so that he could get here 
without having to travel on Sunday. I granted his i-equest, 
and notified all the members of the Sut)remi‘ Lodge that, 
although the meeting was supposed to take jdace the first 
Mondav, on account of the incident related we would meet 
on Tuesdav morning at 10 o'clock: so the first meeting of 
the Supreme Lodge took place on Tuesday morning. Mon¬ 
day morning, however, 1 was in my oHice prei)aring things 
for the Supreme Lodge meeting, making my re])()rts and 
looking over records and getting ready. The door o])ened, 
and I saw Mrs. Price. 1 got u]), walked to the door and 
shook hands with her, and said, “This is a suri)rise to me. 
How are youP' She said, “Just line." I said, “Come in 
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She said, 
lliis attor- 


and sit down/’ and she began to ask me|about the 

150 Ahepa, how I was, how ^Irs. Chebithes wa^, and how 
the organization was getting along. “Weill,” I said, 

“we haven't been getting along so very well; n^t as well 

as we expected.” ! 

She said, “You know Mr. Price is here with me.” I 

said, “That is tine. Is he here in the office?” 

“Xo, he is down at the .Munsey Building, with 

neys.” 1 said, “1 sui)pose 1 will see him liefore hb leaves.” 

She said, “Oh, he wants you to go down there Inow.” I 

said, “1 cannot go down now, because I am prbtty busy, 

but I will see him before he goes back.” She saidl “I think 
• '^1 

it will ])e to vour interest to go down now and ^ee him.” 
1 said, “1 think you have my interests at hearty but you 
see how it is. The Supreme Lodge meets in thq morning 
and I am working to get things ready for the meeting, so 
I will have to wait until some other time. 1 cannbt go just 
now.” In the meantime some of the members of tjhe Lodge 
had already arrived, and wei-e in the next room. |She said, 
“You know 1 told him about wliat happened in (Chicago.” 
1 said, “Well, that was verv nice. 1 am sorrvlwe have 
not been a])le to pay you this money until now, jnit I am 
sure we will pay you this time while Iiere, but evpn if you 
hadn’t come we would have made the appropriation this 
time sure.” She said, “Xo, you don't understand. I told 
liim about what vou tried to do with me.” That! was the 
first inkling I had that she had any charges, or had any¬ 
thing else in mind except just what our cordiality had been 
all along, and 1 said, “1 don’t understand what you mean, 
!Miss jMac.” 1 always called her “Miss Mac.” She said, 
“You know.” I said, “1 don't. What did I trv |to do to 
you ”’ She said, “ I have got it all written down arid sworn 
to.” I said, “Show it to me.’' She said, “It is doivn there 
with my attorneys, and my husband, and I tliink it would 
be to your interest to go down and hush it up and settle 
some wav.’’ T said, “I'nless I know whati it is, I 

151 cannot go down there.'’ She said, “I cannot tell 
you as well as I can show you, if you just fead the 

statement I have written down, and sworn to.” j I said, 
“Until vou do show me the statement I will not be able 

*' . I 

to tell you anything about it.” She walked out of the room, 
and then in about a minute or so, it seemed like, she came 





118 


V. I. CUEBITIIES VS. MADELEINE M. PRICE. 


hack and opened the door. A i 4 -entleman named Mr. Xixon 
was with me in the room. She called me out in the hall 
and said, “XowjMr. (Iiehithes, I have not told a soul about 
this e-xcei)t my liushand. Xo])ody ]>ut myself and my hus¬ 
band know of it. 1 have not told anv members of the Su- 
preme Lodi»’e, and if you come down and settle it will be 
much better for von. If vou do not do it, mv husband is 
detei'inined, and I am ixoinii' to come before the Supreme 
Lodii'e and prefer charii'es aii-ainst you." 1 said, “^[rs. 
Price, what on earth are you talkini; about? What kind of 
charii’es have vou in mind?" She said, “Because vou as- 
saulted me and tried to ravish me in the room in (diicairo." 
I said, “1 cannot talk to vou al)out this in the hall. You 
know I know nothine: about anvthin<i: of the sort.” She 
said, ‘‘1 propose to come before the Su])reme Lodg-e if you 
don't come down theiv.” 1 said, ‘*1 cannot hel}) that, if 
you come before the Siiprenn* Lodge." Slu‘ said, “.Mr. 
Cliebitiies, vou have vour future to think about; 1 do not 
like to do this, and 1 know it will be better for you to come 
ilown there." 1 said, “1 eannot do it," aiul with those 
words I left her and went back to mv room and she went 

awav. 

* 

Of course 1 was very much u])set about it. Xe.xt morning 
very early, I received a telephone message. As a result of 
that message 1 came down to the headcpnirters early and 
met Mr. Smitzes and Mr. Xixon. As soon as 1 entered 
thev took me down to the freight elevator at the end of the 

hall, and they related to me-. As a result of that in- 

t(‘rvi(‘W I just h‘t the matt(‘r take its course. 

152 The next time I saw }^Ii-s. Pi’ice was at the Su¬ 
preme Lodge meeting. I had been out and just come 
in; the Supreme Vice Pr(‘sid(‘nt was presiding, so 1 sat 
down in the little settee near the door; the door was open 
to my right from the other room, and Mrs. Price stood at 
the thi-eshold of the door and said: “(ienllemeii, 1 have a 
statement to make l)efore the Supreme Lodge.’’ 1 said 
“Pr<)ce(*d," although I was not pi'c^siding, for I knew what 
she was going to say. 1 said, “Proceed, come right in.” 
She came in aiuLsaid, ‘‘I demand the impeachment of Su- 
])reme President iPhebithes, because he assaulted me in the 
Drake Hotel in Chicago. 
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One member of the Supreme Lodge stood up,■! think it 
was Mr. Xixon, and said, in her presence, ‘‘We cannot con¬ 
sider anything as big as that, especially when mride orally. 
So we will ask you to produce your complaint in writing 
and present it to the Supreme Lodge for its consiclleration.” 

Then she walked out. T did not make anv statement be- 

- 1 

fore she left, but did afterward. | 

I think the next time I saw her was the follo^ving day, 
in the Su])reme Lodge headquarters. It was aboiit 2:30 or 
3 o’clock in the afternoon. We had been to t|he White 

House to meet the President and the afternoon session was 

1 

a little late starting, so Mrs. Chebithes and m\|self were 
the only ones in the room when ]\[rs. Price, Mr. ^rice, and 
a gentleman who said he was a United States ^Marshal 
walked in. The Marshal asked me if I was ^Ir. (phebithes, 
and I told him I was, and he handed me the ])ai)ers in this 
case. I said, “All right, 1 will attend to it.” i So they 
walked out. | 

After the convention in Chicago, while I wasiSupreme 
President, Andrew Nickas was Supreme Secretlary. He 
did not come to the head(iuarters for a month jafter the 
(diicago convention. When he came, of course, I tried to 
show him the work and get him started, apd for the 
153 first two or three months our relations ^yere very 
cordial and T had no conii)laints of any kind against 
him. After he had gotten started I began to receive reports . 
from the outside membership. There was consideij’able con¬ 
troversy between us: more, I think, from professional jeal¬ 
ousy on his part. I heard the testimony mad(|i by Mr. 
Nickas; I never told him that. He discussed tlije matter 
with me immediately after the suit was filed. ''I’hat was 
the onlv time; we talked on and off for 3, 4, or 5| davs. I 
do not remember such a conversation as that. ; 

No such conversation occurred between me and Mr. 

I 

Nickas as that related in his answer as follows: ‘^|It was a 
couple of weeks after Mrs. Price ap])eared befor(^ the Su¬ 
preme Lodge and made the a(*cusation, when Miss O’Leary, 
one of our stenographers, told that she. Miss O’Leary, had 
alreadv gone to Mrs. Place's lawver and signed sworn 
statements in reference to Mr. Chebithes and ^Irs. Price. I 
immediately went to tlie adjoining otTice, then occupied by 
Mr. Chebithes, who was there reading. So I sat down and 
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told him, ‘I have just been inrormed that Miss O’Leary was 
there with Mrs.,Price's lawyer, and gave some damaging 
testimonv against voii.’ “Who told vou that ‘Miss 
O'Leary,' I replied. ‘Well, I'll be damned,’ he remarked. 
‘You see, Xickas^ vou cannot trust anvone aiiv more.’ Then 
I asked him, ‘Tell me just what happened in that hotel.’ 
lie said, ‘Well, 1 will tell you. Do you remember one night 
in the ball room at the Drake Hotel, that great demonstra¬ 
tion.’' I said ‘1 do'. ‘Well, Mrs. Price was in that crowd, 
and she remarked ‘*I felt like going down there in that 
crowd'’, she remarked, “I fi‘lt like going down there, i)ut- 
ting my arms around him, and kiss him'’. A c()U])le heard 
her, and came over and told me about it; so I thought if 
tliat is the wav she feels I might as well give her a 
154 chaiK'e. So when Mrs. Chebithes “left ('hicago I 
called Mrs. Price in mv room, but I didn't satisfv her 
guess. 

X’one of such conversation occurred lietweeii me and Mr. 
Xickas; I never told him about it, and that conversation 
did not occur at all. 

I heard the testimonv of Mrs. b’rico charging that 1 at- 
tacked her on Saturday afternoon at the Drake Hotel, ('hi- 
cago; 1 did do tliat. 1 recall all the t(‘stimonv. There is 
truth in the fact that she came in my room, although I have 
no specilic recollection of calling her in my room, or if I 

was in mv room on Saturtlav aftcuaioon mvself. I did not 

• * • 

make any atta(*k on her; I did not attempt to kiss her; did 
not throw luu* on the bed; did not have her closed in nor 
have the door locked while she was there. Sometimes the 
communicallug dooi's bi*lw(‘en tin* rooms were o])(‘n, some¬ 
times closed; I cannot say as to the nurnlu^r of times open 
and the number of times closed. 

On cross-(‘xamination the AvitiU‘ss testified: 

I saw Mrs. Price in Washington on Monday, the first 

^londav in F(‘bruarv; that was the first time I had seen 

• • 

her since leaving ('hicago. To the best of mv recollection 

* v • 

the last time I talk(*d with her in Ohicago was in the Drake 
Hotel in the rooms we liad been using as offices during the 
convention, on Saturday afternoon. 1 don't know how late 
in the afternoon it was, but it appears to me it was shortlv 
after lunch, because we were in the offices packing the para- 
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phcrnalia. There was (iiiile a lot of l)oolvS and records and 
paraphernalia bolonirini;' to the fraternity that! we were 
gettinii: ready for shipment to Was]iin<rton; I Itliink this 
was Saturday afternoon shortly after lunch tihie. This 
was on the mezzanine floor where the hii>* boxes! were and 
the tables; the general routine work of theiafternoon 

155 was done there. I talked to her during that time; 
Miss OTjoarv and several others were there. The 

conversation related to the general work of packing. I re¬ 
member once she asked me to call a |)orter to sdnd a man 
up with hammer and nails. I called him but he didn’t come 
as quickly as she wanted so she picked up the jdione and 
talked to him herself i)retty rough. One thing!discussed 
was what to do with a large numl)er of magazin(!‘s we had 

V 7 i T I 

brought to the convention; we finallv decided to leave them 
there for the Chicago Chaj)ter, and we called a njiember of 
the Chicago Clia])ter to come and get them and distribute 
them at the next Clia])ter meeting. | 

Mrs. Chebith(*s had already left Chicago and I ivas plan¬ 
ning to leave when she reliirned, either Monday!or Tues- 
dav. Mrs. Price told me she was leaving Suiulav. ij don’t re- 
call saving good-bve to her or to Miss O'Learv. i 

While the convention was in session I work(‘d from about 
10 in the morning until sometimes 5 or 4- in the morning. 
Conventions would sometimes last until 12 or 1 o’clock and 
then they would scatter; sevei’al committees would jmeet and 
it would keep us up until late. !Mrs. Price was nqt always 
in the*room during the convention; we had a Sechetarv of 
the Convention, Mi*. Kohnack, who was also a stenbgraidier 
and public accountant; he was elected by the delegates as 
official secretary of the convention; he was a membler of the 
Order. | 

I do not specifically i-ecall inviting }^Irs. Price to the 
banquet. I didn’t go in to see her when T asked heii to make 
a summary of what occurred at the banquet; it ivas just 
a short while before the ban(]uet was to start, becaiise Mrs. 
Chebithes and I were ready and had started to\tard the 
banquet hall; we called at hei* door on our way, I knlocked at 
Mrs. Price’s door, and she came. The door wj^s about 
half open, because it looked as if she was jus^ getting 

156 ready, and I made the retiuest. I don’t remember 
now whether I called her name before I knocked; I 
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know I kiKK'kod, ])nl doii*! I’rincLikrr wh(*tlicr I callctl her 
iiaiiio. I re('eiv(.‘(l (‘ertaiii informal ion to tlie olTect that 
^Irs. Pricu* had nn'iilioncd lo imnnix'rs lhat I luul iiisnUed 
liei', and that wilnm canu* lo my alt out ion I talked to her 
about it. It wa.s also meiilionod in this conversation that 
I didn't want her to make that sort of im|)r(‘ssio!i ])eeause 
I was rimniii.^- for rt‘-eleetion, and that would affeet it. 1 
know tile matter of election was mentioned, and I i;'ave 
that as a reasoin why 1 did not want Ikm’ talking. 'TIk* (‘lec¬ 
tions t<‘ok place Fi’iday aft(‘rnoou. 'I'iu'i’e is no doubt iu my 
mind that this couv(‘rsation took place bt'foi-r the* I'lectiou, 

(‘ithei* FridaV oi- befoi-(‘ Fi'idav. 

• « 

Satui'day moi-nin.ir I aros(‘ about S:’M) and we w('nt down¬ 
stairs. .Mrs. Ib’ice fre(iU(‘nlly came into my room f(>r dic¬ 
tation. Som(‘ of th(‘ f(‘'/Z(‘s W(*i-e ke]>t in my I'oom, soiiu* in 
th(‘ room us(‘d as headpuai’liU's. 

I had met Mr. Xickas twi^o ])erore his election as Su- 
})n‘m(.‘ Secretary. It was oiU‘ month bc‘f()i\‘ la* canu* to Wash- 
inu'ton after he was elecl(‘d: for seV(‘i-al mouths oui’ I'ela- 
lions W(‘iH‘ 'iuii(‘'frii'udly. 'I'he ne.xt <*lection of ()nici‘rs was 
at tlu‘ ne.xt coiivi‘iition, in Philadelphia. Lone’ bi'fori* tliat 1 
had learned that .Mr. Xickas was liostih* t()ward nu*: I 
l(‘ai’ned it before the Suprenu* Lodyn* meetiue in Febi’uary, 
and at that nu‘(‘line: it was more* forcibly im]>ressi‘d on me 
than ev(‘r, but our relations wer(‘ n(»t outwardlv strained: 
that is, wt* W(‘re not op(‘uly ho>tile toward each other, !)ut 
continued a coi’dial I’c'latiou>hi]>. I h‘anu‘d he was hostile 
t(>ward nu‘ as much as a mouth bi*fore the* February Foun- 
cil me'etinu’. It was about tlu* hi’st of dannarv that 1 re- 
c(‘iv(*d re])r)i’ts of his act ivil i(‘s: that was tlu* lirst inklini:’ I 
liad. 

1 bcli(*V(‘ I had lunch around noon on Saturday, 
157 ()ctob(*r : the* convenlie>n ae’tix itiers we‘i'e* all o\’er 
Saturelay. Afte*r lunch I we'iit up to the* ofiices where 
the packin^e was to be resuuu'd: that is whe're i saw Mrs. 
Price and .Miss ()’Le*ai*y. I was the*!’** when the‘y !e‘ft. .\!‘te*r 
tliev had erone I sat arouiul the*]’e* with some* e)f the members 
who were* :Li'e)in.a! away, and talke*el with th.em; I eliel ne)t 
cro out of the hote*l. 1 think i sat there with me*mbe*rs until 
late in the afternoon, about b o*e*loe*k. 'I hen I we*nl u]) 
to niv room anel staved h)mi’ enou.a’h to chau.Li’e clothes. L 
went directly to my room unless 1 stoi)t)eel in the !e>bl)y 
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to talk to some])o(]y; it was liil! of poo])le. I left my room 
about 7 o'clock. 1 did not see Mrs. Price or Miss O'Learv 
between 6 and 7. After 7 o'clock J wont to tlie home of 
Georg-e Vackinas, who had invited me to dinner,iand spent 
the evening there. i 

After ^Irs. Price and Miss O'Leary left the jniezzanine 
there were several peo])le tlun-e with whom 1 talked, some 
standing and some sitting. I was pulled from pne side to 
the other; one man would come along and I wotild talk to 
him and be ])ulled on this side, tlien somebody Vonld pull 
me on the other side, and sonu‘times we would jgo to one 
side and discuss a i)roposition, and while we we,re talking 
somebodv would coiiie along and we would have something 
private to say. It was that way all the week; and 
on Saturday that was also true, the people were i^till there, 
both members ami non-membei's of th(‘ Order; ])e(bi)le whom 
I knew and who said thev were friiuids of mine. 11 was not 
in the slee|)ing room at all that eviming until (> olclock. 

AVhen 1 got back to Washington, it was Februarv 1st that 
1 first saw Mrs. Pi’ice after this. V/Iuui sh(‘ tirsjt came in 
1 got up and greeted her; 1 had Jiot seen Mr. Xji.xon that 
morning. 1 cannot say exactly what time she cijme in; it 
might have been the middle of the morning, between 
158 10 and 11. No one was in the olhce when ishe came 

in, and no one was there any time while shejwas talk¬ 
ing to me. I couldn't say just how how long she Was there 
but think it was between 20 and 30 minutes. At this con¬ 
versation 1 first learned of these charges. Befojre that I 
had not learned from any source about it. Shg did not 

then show me anv allidavits; she told me in the ihall that 

« 

she was going to (Oiarge me with having attackecj her and 
attem{>ted to ravish her: wlum sin* first left the i-oom she 
didn't tell me what 1 tried to do to her, and 1 a^ked her 
what it was, and she said it was all written dpwn and 
sworn to. She didn't t(‘ll me anything about it ip the con¬ 
versation in the room. Before she went out of the room 
that morning, befoi’e sh(‘ called im* out, she had noi told me 
that she claimed I altac'ked hei* and attemi)ted to rajvish her. 
She said what I tried to do with her, and 1 gatheretd it was 
something like that. 1 would not say that she diidn’t say 
anything specific, but from what she said I inferred it was 
a claim that 1 had attempted to ravish her, and attacked 
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lier. Liitvr .Mr. Xixoii came in; she was not in my room 
then, ])nt it s(*(‘mi‘(I to me lik(‘ she came i)aclv in a minute or 
two. While she was in mv room, Xixon was in the other 
room, and as soon as slu* wcml out, Xixon came in, and in 
ahout two minutes sIk* canu* l>a<-k and called me out; tlien 
she had this I'lirther conversation in which she was more 
s])eciti<*. I had not seen Xixon het'ore that at any time that 
morniny. Xo pa.i-ticidar check was mentiom*d, that was 

comine: to Mi’s. Price hv wav oT salarv oi- !)oniis: I was the 

• • • 

on(‘ who immtioned that I was sorry she had mU received 
lier mon(*y imt tha.t sin* was sure to .e.'et it at this meetinLi’. 
I told her that at tin* lirst convei'sation het'ore she intimated 
anvthine: to ine, hut it was not tin* tii-st thine’nieiitioned. 1 
e'r(‘eted her vei’v cordiallv. Sin* ask(*d how Mrs. (’he- 
lot) hit lies was. ninl 1 ask(*d how sin* was, ami so on. She 
ask(‘d how the Ahepa was comine' alon^e’- 

I sai(.i after the war broke out I went into tin* Armv hut 
1 did not nu*an immediatelv after tin* hreakine out of the 
war: I don't know when the war hi-oki* out: 1 was lirafter 
into tin* .Ai-my in diiin*, PMS: was in tin* Pemonnt Servic<*. 
I don't think 1 was in tin* (^Juaiiermaste]- (’oi-ps at any time. 
I don't know what tin* Iiemount Service is a ])art of. Tn 
J!)17 mv ae’e was 2h. I remeinhei* when the war hrolo* out. 

1 didn't m(*an imm(*diately on tin* o])(*nin.e <'f tin* war I 
went into tin* .\rmy: 1 would like* to coiu'ect that stat(*m(‘nt. 
At that time* I was not an .\nn*]-ican (’itiz(*n and was not sub¬ 
ject to the draft. 1 would like to apoloe’ize for the ex])res- 
sion that wh(*n the war broke' out 1 w(*nt into the Army. 

Prie)]- to hi'comiuLC natui':diz(*d I was a citizen of tin* 
Greek TX*puhlic. 

On redir(*ct e'xamination the witness testiti(*d: 


Shoi-tly after Mrs. Price* e*ame in my (*m])loy, T noticed 
she was e*asily exciteel, :\nd u])e)n one occasion I e*alleel her 
att(*ntion te) some*tliiii'r in tin* ohie/e* and sin* hi-oke* ele)wn and 
crieel, anel handed in her resiuiiatie)n. Later on there was 
develo]:)ment of the* same conelitie)n: hut from that time T 
was ve*rv care*ful not to cross her. he*e‘ause T had learned 
lier ]K*rvous disposition, anel overloe)keel many thini;-s. She 
was naturally ne*rvous about a memth before the ce)nvention. 
"We were workine: very hard on the maii'azine, which re*- 
quired that we work niii’hts, anel she became rather nervous 
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during tliat mouth. T do not know wlietlior tor. Demos 
treated her. She told mo that lie did; 1 couldirj remember 
liow many times she told me. She also told me that she was 
also treated at tlie (dueago eonvention bv Dr. Demos. 

I entered the Army in June, 1918, arid was dis- 
KiO eha]‘ged in July, 1 waived all the exemiptions and 
came under the draft. When I answered the ques¬ 
tionnaire at that time, referring to the quej^tion as to 
whether I wanted to go into the Army, the (lujestion was 
asked about my citizenship, and 1 said T was nc^t a citizen. 
Tile question was asked if I claimed exemjdion,jand I said 
“Xo’d They asked what army T preferred to scfrve in and 
I said ‘Mile American Army.” T explained that I was 
exem])t because T was a citizen of the Depnblic iof Greece; 
I knew that. At that time T did not have any clos^e relatives 
to siqiport, but T had my foster pai'ents in I\en|tncky that 
I liv(‘d with. Doth were old, tlie old gentleman ri’as 65 and 
his wife was 58. Tliev didn't have anv children,|no one. I 
went to their home in the beginning and they ji’eared me 
since T came to this country. T was honorably discharged 
from the Army, as a sergeant. 1 entered as a pHvate. 


On re-cross examination defendant destified: 


I rememl)(‘r th(‘ war bi-oke out April *26, 1917. | I entered 
in June, ItHS. I was living on the farm. 1 was| about 26. 
I mean by what 1 said about not having any clos(> relatives 
to support, that T didn't have any blood relatives to take 
care of, but that old gentleman and his wife, who raised me, 
were the neai'est 1 had. They have been de]K*nd(|*nt on me 
for theii* support. They had no independent meaijs of their 
own for support but the farm. W(' I'aised the jhings we 
used. That is what 1 ni(‘an when I say 1 labor^Ml on the 
farm, and they had been de]>end(*nt on me for siip])ort. I 
waived exemption; I was a subject of Greece at that time. 
At the beginning Greec(‘ was not allied with the United 
^States and other countries on the same side as tl^e United 
States. .\t some time during the war she was, about a vear 
af1(‘r. I do not know (‘xactlv wlum she ent(*red ithe war. 

• I 

I was not married at that time. I was in Kemoniit Squad¬ 
ron J26; that was the last outfit I was with. T was 

^ ^ i 

161 not with the labor brigade when 1 first wcjnt in. I 
was first with the infantry—T forget the liiame—at 
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Camp Taylor. Tlion wo movod lo Jacksonville and I was 
classified with the labor bri'rado, and then we were moved 
to remount in the same camp and from there we went to 
Camj) Stewart lat Xewport News and sailed from there. I 
don't know what bi-anch of tlu* service the Remount Squad¬ 
ron came undcu*. It had to do with the handlin<i: of horses. 

T first declared mv intonlion to become a citizen awav 
back in Unb, I bolievc* it was—lbl4 or 1915—before the 


war. 

One day duriiiir the convention Mrs. Price tohl me that 
Dr. Demos trc'ated hi‘r in Ciiica^^o; 1 don't remember the 
exact date; about the middh‘. On one occasion she broke 
down, about a month or two aftm* she (*ame in my employ. 

'When first eUrted, I held employment in the Patent Office 
and after I work(‘d at tlie Patinit Office in the day time, I 
would come and work late at ni^-ht at my office, doin<^ the 
work of the fraternity. I dictated my letters when I came 

back from the Patimt Oftice each dav. It was Januarv T left 

• • 

the Pat(‘nt Office. I did not ^(9 my tinal discharii'e from the 
Patent Office until latm*. I had trouble u-i‘ttine: niv resii::na- 
tion throuirh, bv reason of that fact. 


162 Lorena' O^Leary, who ])ri‘vi()usly testified, was 
calh*d as a witn(*ss for dchbrndant, ti‘stiti(‘d: 

I don't know whetluM* or not I wrote at the dictation of 
Mr. Xickas a letter of whieh copy is shown me, bearing date 
of P''ebruary 25, 1!)26, address(‘d to 'rh(*odore Printage, 
Wilkesbarre, Pa., with a ])a])er attached; it looks like my 
letter. Mr. Xickas wrote si*veral h*tters. I can not remem¬ 
ber verv well when I see the letters to which thev seem in 
» % 

re])ly; some I do. I (*an not say I rimiembm* this om*. I 
have no doubt I wrote that letter as- his dictation. (The 
letter so identilied was received in evidence as Defendant's 
Exhibit 11.) 

I do not recall the substanc(‘ of this lettcu*, but have no 
doubt I wrote at ^tr. Xickas' dictation letter shown me, 
dated Feb. 27, 1926, to Mr. Anthony Dedopoulos. 

I remember some of the thiim's in this letter shown me, 
dated March 8, with exhibit attached, to Mr. D. J. Devauge, 
of Minneapolis, Minn. I think I did see this letter. 

I don't know whether it was before or after I signed it 
that I first told Xickas about having signed the affidavit for 
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^Irs. Price. T tokl him the same day I signed i^. I don’t 
know wliere it is and have no coi)y of it. i 

On redirect e.xamination: ! 

1 

Tlie paper shown me is the affidavit. | 

(Witness e.xcused.) i 

! 

!().*> ’’rheren])on counsel for defendant read (jertain let¬ 
ters, dale<l, res])ectively, March (i, 19l2(), Feh. 6, 1926, 
Fe])rnarv 25, Fe])rnary 27, and March 8, 1926, (jiiow miss¬ 
ing) to he snpi)lied later, as follows: j 

I 

164 Extracts from a Letter, Dated March (i, 1926, IFn^- 
feu h?i And red Xiekas, Supreme Secfetarif of 
Ahepa, to Mr. Harr/j Soras, Seeretarp Acropolis Chapter 
rr'lt), Ahepa, Ifarerhdl, Mass. I 

I 

I wish also to express my a])])reciation for the ^'eelings of 
yonr — in behalf of onr Sn})reme President, as 'expressed 
in the enclosed resolution. T assure you, hrotlier Sovas, 
that the thing is not as serious as it looks and 1 wopld advise 
yon to drop any farther discussions until the d|ay of the 
trial, at which time T am confident of brother (I’hebithes’ 
vindication. i 

Extracts from a L(dter Dated F<dn'uarj} 25, P)2(|, Written 
hp Andreir Xlelcas. Supreme Secretarp of U) Mr. 

'Lheodore Drinper. Supreme Stuoudarif IHneJ:\Diamond 
(hapfer —5.5, .\hena. Wtfl:es-I>arre, Da. \ 

I 

1 have no doubt that oiii’ (‘ste<‘med Su])reme direasurer, 
the 8u]>r(‘me ()ffic(‘r referr(‘d to in vour resolution has ex- 
l)lain(‘d the matter to your Fhapltu* thoroughly,iand that 
you are therefore' convinced of brother (liebithes innocence 
in the matter, and I am pleased to inform you tliat the Head- 
([Uarters is Hooded with similar resolutions comingifrom our 
various (Hiajiters on behalf of brother (diel>ithes. | 

Extracts fr(nn a Letter Dated ^D^reh 8, 1926, WEdten hp 
A}/dretr Xichas. Supreme Seeretarp of Ahepd^ to Mr. 
D. J. Tsirofihfu, Secret arp Donosthenes Chaj>p‘r ^66, 
Ahe})a, Miiineapolis, Minn. j 

Brother (Hiebithes is absemt from the TIoadepiaiiters just 
now and I am at present in the liospital for stomacli trouble, 
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but T tliou.ulit T would not be doiiii:: uiv dutv if I did not write 
a few lines to you and express my thanks to the Demos¬ 
thenes ('ha])ter for the faith tlnw have in the principles and 
ideals of our fraternity and in the integrity of its officers. 

Extracts from a Letter Dated Fehraanf 27, 1926, Written 
h}f Audreir .V/o/.y/n. Sk prone Secretarp of Ahepa to Mr. 
AntJionp Dedf/ponlos, Pres. Waterhurp Chapter #48, 
Ahepa, Waterhurp, Conn. 

I beii: to acknowledii'e receipt of your communication of 
Februarv 2r)th wherein the confidence of the Waterburv 
Chapter on behalf of our Supreme President is set forth. 
I will take this op])ortunity to thank you most sincerely 

and thru vou to thank everv numiber of the AVaterburv 

• • * 

Chapter for tin* stand yon all have taken in this un])leasant 
e])isode, and to ex]u-ess my belief that your confidence will 
be vindicated when this thing comes to a trial. 

165 Letter, Dated Ftdjruarp 6, 1926, Written hp Andrew 
Nickas, Sujjreme Secretary of Ahepa, to Mr. 
(ieorpe D. Uapiiru. Pres. .Upha Chapter #:4(), Attejia, 
Detroit, Mich. 

Mr. George D. Kaptieu, 

Pres. Al])ha Chai)ter #40, 

Ahepa, Detroit, Mich. 

Dkai: Biiothkk Paitiku: 

Yours of the 4th iiist. has l)een received and 1 hasten to 
reply to you that this unpleasant affair is correct, that is, 
she sued brother Chebithes as stated in the publication. 

I may, however, supi)lemeiit that ])ublication with the 
information that in my judgment the whole thing is nothing 
but a blackmail engineered by the enemies of brother 
Chebithes. 

Miss MaeXamee came from Florida on February 2nd, 
first intervieweil brother Chebithes on the first day of the 
meeting of the Supreme T<«odgc‘ and (hnnanded ‘‘settlement” 
threatening exposure if he would not come across. Of 
course, brother Chebithes being innocent could not consider 
such proposal and sent her away. The following day she 
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appeared before the Supreme Lodge while in session and 
most dramatically demanded his impeachment^ She w’as 
requested to file her charges in writing. She di4 it and the 
same was considered by the Supreme Lodge 'wihich, after 
hearing brother Chebithes, found that the charges were not 
true and dismissed them. i 

This is in substance what happened in the premises and 
I would advise no discussion of same in any Chdpter Room 
until the trial at which time I am confident |of brother 

Chebithes vindication. ! 

Sincerelv and fraternally vours, I 

ANDEEW NICT-iAS, 

Supreme Secretary, 

AN.L. I 

I 

166 Thereupon defendant announced his cjase closed 
and plaintiff called in rebuttal Thomas Price, wit¬ 
ness for plaintiff, who testified: j 

I know John Demos, who lived in Jacksonville, Fla. I 
was present at a conversation he had with Mrsi Price, in 
which it was suggested she attend a Chapter meeiing of the 
Ahepa at Jacksonville. She attended the meet|ing at his 
recpiest. I was present at a conversation betweefi him and 
her after notice had been given of the taking of a deposi¬ 
tion. Neither Mrs. Price nor I, in such conversdtion or at 
any other time told Demos to refuse to answer lany ques¬ 
tions propounded to him in the Deposition. 1 

Whereupon the following occurred: ! 

Q. Will you state what was said, if anything, jn connec¬ 
tion with the answering of a deposition! A. John Demos 
told us that he had received a notice from Mr. Waybright, 
and he had been over to his office, and refused absolutely 
to have anything to do with it, knowing the type of man 
Mr. Chebithes was. Again he said he had written a letter 
to the fraternity, to be taken up at their Council meeting 
this year, which was a short time ago- I 

Mr. McNeill: Objection. That is not responsive to the 

examination of Mr. Demos. He never said in his testimony 

about anv letters. i 

^ ! 

9—4811a 

I 

I 

I 
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The Court: If you are goiii^ to show that Mr. Demos then 
said sometliing different from what he said on the stand. 
You didn't ask him that. 

Mr. Seliwartz: If the other side will listen to the con¬ 
versation which occurred between Mr. Demos and Mrs. 
Price and i\Ir. Price, wherein he said, among other things, 
that -Mrs. Price had told him not to answer the depo- 
167 sition,—this question is directed towards the balance 

of that conversation. 

The Court: 1 thought it was something outside of what 
that conversation was. We thought Mr. Demos did not say 
so. He is not here now. 

Mr. McXeill: Xo sir. 

Mr. Schwartz: It was said in reference to this very thing, 
in the taking of these depositions, and why he was not going 


to answer. 

The Court: Of course 1 do not know what it is. If it is 
so closely relatetl to it, it would be admissible. 

The Witness: lie stated he had written a letter to the 
Councilmen of the Ahepa, asking them for a loan, and he 
would not sign any depositions until he heard from the 
officers. 

Mr. McXeill: We move to strike that out. 

The Court: I think 1 will al-ow it to stand. That is 
l)retty closely related to the statement. 

!Mr. McXeill: Your Honor will allow us an exception. 

The Court: I will allow an exception. 


The witness, resuming, testified: 

Mrs. Price asked him to be there, and he said he would, 
positively. That was Sunday afternoon about 3 oVlock, 
and that Saturday morning before, at Laurel and Monroe. 
The de})osition was scehduled for 10 o’clock the following 
Monday morning. I attended the taking of the deposition, 
with !Mrs. Price and her attorney, Mr. Liddall. Mr. Demos 
was not there. 

I had a conversation with Peter Alexander on the comer 
of Laurel and Monroe Streets, in Februar>% and a conversa¬ 
tion with him in June. In that conversation he tried to 
get us to drop the case. When he heard what Mrs. Price 
and myself had to say about the case coming up, he stated 
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he believed that absolutely, knowing what he did 

168 about this man Chebithes and what he had known 

personally about him. He told us what hej knew per¬ 
sonally about him. i 

Whereupon the following occurred: I 

“Q. State w’hat he said. I 

“Mr. McNeill: Is this the conversation giv^n by Mr. 
Alexander? j 

“Mr. Schwartz: Yes, sir. j 

“Mr. McNeill: He was on the stand. i 

“The Court: I suppose the rules allow a conversation 
on the subject. | 

“Mr. ^McNeill: And that witness is no longer ih the city. 
I don’t know whether we can get him or not. | 

“The Court: It would not make anv differencb. 

• I 

“Mr. McNeill: Will your Honor allow us an exception? 
“The Court: You may note an exception.” i 

The witness, continuing, testified: I 

He stated he was present at the time ^Ir. Chebithes went 
to a w’oman’s room in Duvall hotel, in the citv of Jackson- 
ville. He was in the lobby of the hotel with several other 
Greeks, and he saw that himself. As to anything being 
said in connection with Mr. Chebithes’ “Rich fitiends,” I 
think that was concerning a magazine that was being pub¬ 
lished. There was some objection as to that magazine being 
printed. It cost such a lot of money and the organization, 
I believe, refused to pay for it, and he said some of his 
rich friends would come to tlie rescue. Nothing!was said 
about Mr. Chebithes’ rich friends paying any j’udgment 
that might be obtained by Mrs. Price. j 

I saw Mr. Smitzes and Mr. Nixon in Washington in 1926 
at the Franklin Square Hotel. Mr. Smitzes offerfed a sug¬ 
gestion about a settlement of this case, which we ^^bsolutely 
refused to comment on. | 

i 

169 Madeleine McNamee Price, the plaintiff,! recalled, 

testified: ! 

I 

I attended a meeting of the Jacksonville Chapter, at 
which I si)oke, at the invitation of John Demos. ! I abso- 
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lutelv did not,! in the course of mv remarks, state that 
Chebithes was a man of inteirritv and honesty, and a divine 
g-ift to the Aliepa, nor anything like that in substance. I 
talked a verv few minutes. 

I talked to Mr. Demos before the time scheduled for the 
taking of the deposition. I did not tell him to refuse to 
answer. I asked him to appear for the deposition and he 
promised he would be there at 9.30 ^Monday morning. When 
we went to the' committee rooms he said ‘‘You and Mrs. 
Price'-—that was the first time I knew he was not going to 
be there. 

1 had no convei’sation with .Mrs. Chebithes in which I 
asked her to talk to ^^Ir. Chebithes with a view to keeping me 
in my position. 

At no time while we were in the Drake Hotel, Chicago, 
did ]\Irs. Chebithes and 1, or !Mrs. Chebithes and Miss 
O’Leary, converse, Mrs. Chebithes being in her room and 
Miss O’Leary and I being in our room, and the door closed. 
I did not hear yiv. or i\Irs. Chebithes talking in their room 
with the doors closed. 

On Saturday morning, October 3, Mrs. Chebithes did not 
say goodbye to me before leaving Chicago, at the cafeteria 
in the Drake Hotel, or at the colYee room; I wasn’t there. 
1 don’t ever recall eating breakfast at the coffee room or 
the cafeteria. Saturdav 1 ate breakfast at Mav’s, a cafe a 
short distance from the hotel, with ^liss O’Leary. Mrs. 
Chebithes did not at any place say goodbye to me before 
leaving ChicagP. Keferring to February, 1926, I never 
telephoned her after the Chicago convention. I absolutely 
did not tell her that 1 had something to say to her 
170 about her husband, and she did not answer by saying 
that she did not want to hear what I might say about 
her husband and if I spoke to her she would send me to the 
hospital. I never called her on the ’phone; never talked to 
her on the ’phone. 

Dr. Demos did not treat me in Chicago. I did not tell 
Mr. Chebithes in C’hicago that Dr. Demos treated me. He 
treated me just once, some time in September, before the 
convention. 

Mrs. Chebithes called me on the telephone and said “Miss 
Mac, will you do something for me”? I said “That de- 
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I 

pends.” ‘‘The Beckers are having a sale of luggage, and 
Cheb. lost his luggage in Chicago. I have no linoney. Is 
there some way you can work the funds to get ;the money 
for me”? I said “Mrs. Chebithes, I could not possibly do 
that with the funds,” and absolutely refused tojhave any¬ 
thing to do with it. 1 don’t know whether that made her 
angry. There was an occasion about a fan in | which she 
asked me to manipulate the funds. In the sumpaer I had 
bought an electric fan for the headquarters. She came in 
one morning and a strange Brother, whom I had pever seen 
before, was sitting there, and she looked at the fpn and said 
“Whv didn’t vou buv a fan for mv home”? T ididn’t an- 
swer her, and she stormed, and finally I said!I was in¬ 
structed to buy only one fan, for the lieadquai^ters. She 
was quite indignant that I didn’t buy a fan and jsend it up 
to her house. | 

I would make out the checks in the expense acc^ounts and 
Mr. Chebithes would give me the various iternsj to put in 
there. | 

In February, 1926, I met George Devakos oi^ G Street 
and had just a few minutes’ conversation with jhim. We 
discussed this occurrence in Chicago. I did nolt tell him 
the attack occurred at 8 o’clock in the morning, i It seems 
to me that conversation was right -after the filing of the 
suit. It was after the furnishing of the affidavit to 
171 the Supreme Council (Defendant’s Exhibit 8). 
George Devakos and Chebithes were very friendlv. 

• I • 

I did not at Ahepa headquarters tell Mr. Reynolds in sub¬ 
stance that 1 was glad Chebithes was elected, because the 
Order needed him verv much. I 

I did not say to ^Ir. Polos and -Mr. Cornius onl the train 
coming from Chicago that Chebithes was a fine gentleman. 
Miss O’Leary was with me during the entire time of this 
trip. ^ I 

I recall Alexander Varcas being at the Chicago conven- 
tion. I did not see him at any time on Saturday between 
the hours of 6 and 8 o’clock, on October 3rd. |I had no 
conversation with him on the mezzanine floor wlple I was 
packing, did not say I was glad Chebithes had bepn elected, 
that he was a fine gentleman, etc. I was not on |that floor 
Saturday evening between 6 and 8. i 
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Clicbitlies did not tell me iirmediately after, or within 
a few days after, the banquet which he asked me to report 
and.I had not reported, that he had received reports from 
mem])ers tliat I stated to them that I had been insulted be¬ 
cause lie had asked me to come and report the l>anquet in¬ 
stead of attendinjr as a ^lest. 

On cross examination plaintiff testified: 

I denv saviiiiC; to the lod^-e meetins: in Jacksonville that 
Chebithes was a divinely commissioned president, or words 
to that (‘ffect. ] did not state he was divinely appointed, 
or was a divine i*'ift to the Order. Spoke about the con¬ 
vention, not about him. 1 did not speak of him to the 
Lodi^e witli areat enthusiasm and approval. 

I recall and do not denv that 1 wrote tlie^ letter dated 
October 20, in whicli I said to ^Ir. Chebithes: 

‘‘Mr. Price knew Dr. Demos bv the time I arrived 
172 liere, and ])resented him to me. He and I talked 
Ahepa, and I have been so entliusiastie over YOU.’’ 

It was writt(‘n about trvine: to sjet mv salarv. I don't 
remembei- whet her I said somelhiiii;- untrue to icet mv salarv 
a.nd liad lH‘(‘n so ealliusiastie with Mr. Demos. 1 don't know 
if 1 would have written that to Mr. ('hebithes if I had not 
b(*en. 1 don't want the .jury to understand that 1 lied to 
Mr. (’lu‘])it }u‘s in my let ten*: i don't lie*. I don't remember 
the eii*cnmstane(‘, wlu*ther it was trite that I spoke enthusi- 
asticallv about him. I don't know how to answer whether 
I know from tlie letter that it was true. 

I did not t(‘ll th.e ymntlemeii on the train with me coming 
back fi*om (hiieago that he was a tine gentleman. I don't 
re(*all telline* them he had been “kindness itself” to me. 

Before I left the headquarters I wrote to him and Mrs. 
('hebith(*s. If it is in my letter I wrote it, telling him he 
ha<l been “kindness itself” to me and I “appreciated it 
from the iniU‘rmost recesses of my heart.'' ?^Iy attention 
being called to the second paragraph, T say it was my sin¬ 
cere tlionght at the time. 

“Q. And if you had been assaulted, and rape had been 
attempted on you in Chicago, why did you say that in a 
personal letter to him, if he had attempted to ravish you? 
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A. Because I wanted his conscience to show’ thad I had been 
worthy, and in return I had got the w’orst kirld of treat¬ 
ment. ’ ’ I 

‘‘(Mr. McNeill, reading from letter of wdthess to Mr. 
Chebithes:) ! 

I 

“Q. ‘You and Mrs. Chebithes w’ere kindnessi itself and 
never shall I forget it, and though I cannot be there in 
person I shall be there in spirit w’ith the Ahepa.1 

“Tf that is not what von thought about him, w^hv did vou 

• *r^ ' j • ^ 

write this w’hich I have just read? In order to appeal to 
his conscience? A. I thought his conscience w’quld appeal 
to him. I 

173 “Q. And you told a falsehood about all of that? 

A. No, I w’as sincere in my heart, and I w’ks express¬ 
ing my appreciation of the time I liad been in hi^ home. 

“Q. Were you sincere w’heu you w’rote this ijaragraph: 

“ ‘w’ill you let me say from the innermost recesses of my 
heart that the past year’—from October 15, lq24, to Oc¬ 
tober 15, 1925,—‘has been one of the happiest (|)f my life. 
You, Mr. Chebithes, w’ere kindness itself to me, jand never 
shall I forget it. Though T cannot be here personally, I 
shall visit the headquarters in s])irit.’ j 

“Q. Were you sincere wlien you wrote tliat? I A. I was, 
because I worked for the Ahepa w’ith my heart! and soul. 

“Q. And when you wrote the w’ord ‘YOU’ in cai)ital let¬ 
ters, W’ere you sincere? A. Yes, I was sincere when I 
W’rote the letter. I 

“Q. And w’hat did vou mean wdien vou said he had been 
kindness itself to you? A. Most of the time he was. Not 
ahvays. ! 

“Q. You said ‘during that time.’ You don’t pnake any 
exception? A. I see T don’t. I 

“.Q Now', you w’anted to say that w’as false? A. I spoke 
of the times w’hen he w\as kind to me.” i 

i 

I recall, in this letter, w’ishing that w’hen T “biought the 
silver w’ith that bonus monev,” that Mr. and ^Irs. bhebithes 
might be entertained at my house with that silver, if I wrote 
it. I never thought !Mrs. Chebithes was my enemy; she 
became indignant when I refused to let her haye money, 

I 

I 

i 

I 
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but that is not the same tiling. Tt seems Mrs. Chebithes 
was trying to get me to get her funds, which I had no right 
to do. When the checks came in I would record 
174 them, and when there were expenses or bills to be 
paid I would sul)mit the bills, to show what the 
items were, if they were for office supplies or something 
like that. If they were to include Mr. Chebithes, when 
he was travelling, he would give me the items, and I would 
nuike a check out and givie it to him to sign. 1 know Mr. 
Chebithes (iid spend the money and that he did it without 
my a])proval, so I had nothing to do with it in the way of 
absolute control. I was simply a clerk, preparing the vouch¬ 
ers and submitting them to him for approval. The reason 

I understand that .Mrs. Chebithes came to me and asked mv 

» 

consent to s])end the money, was because she did. 

When 1 spoke of .Mrs. Chebitlu's being in the office with 
a “brother," 1 didn't mean her brother; I meant a Brother 
of the Alie])a. 

I have examimnl the language vou called mv attention 
to. By the expression: 

“how I do wish 1 could see you through again”? 

I meant I was sorry I had to leave the headquarters, be¬ 
cause 1 lov(*(l tlu‘ work and thought 1 was doing something 
rather nice in working to make good citizens. 1 don't know 
whetlier I nieaitt .Mr. (’lu‘bithes wlien I said I wished I 
“could go throtigh" with him: but to carrv on mv work at 
tile lieadcjuarlers. When 1 said “Mr. C.", it was ^Ir. Che¬ 
bithes, so T m(‘ant him and nobodv else. 


177) Lorena O’Leary, a witness for ])laintiff, recalled, 
testified : 

At the Drake Hotel in Chicago there was no time that 
Mrs. Price or T and Mrs. Chebithes engaged in conversa- 
tion in our room, she being in her room, and Mrs. Price 
and I talking from our room. 1 never remember hearing 
Mrs. Chebithes talking in her room when both doors were 
closed. 

On Saturday morning she did not come into the coffee 
shop while I was eating breakfast with IMrs. Price and say 
goodbye. I nevqr ate breakfast in the coffee shop. 
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Dr. Demos did not treat Mrs. Price in Chicago to my 
knowledge. | 

I think !Mr. Reynolds is now figuring on somp printing 
work for the Order of Ahepa. I was not pres(?nt at any 
conversation between him and Mrs. Price after I returned 
from Chicago. | 

I did not at any time on the trip from Chicagd to Wash¬ 
ington hear Mrs. Price say to ^Ir. Polos or Mr. Cornos 
that Chebithes was a fine gentleman. | 

I did not see Alexander Varcas at anv time oiij Saturdav 
between the Iiours of (5 and 8, on the mezzanine fl{)or; never 
saw him Saturdav. 1 was on the mezzanine fioor! Saturdav 
at 2 o’clock, before we went upstairs, but never vent back 
on the mezzanine floor. i 

i 

Just one picture was taken of Mrs. Price and |me at the 
Chicago convention, which 1 identify (])eing Did'endant’s 
Exhibit 7). 1 can not tell you on what day tlijis picture 

was taken. 1 thought it was taken on one of thj} working 
days, that is a conference day, because she told me we 
ought to get up early the next morning, and it| was late 
when we went to bed. 1 remember I was verv tired that 

* I 

morning, and when we came back thev wanted to take our 
pictures, and 1 was so tired 1 didn’t want to have 
17(i it taken. Saturdav was not a conventioil dav. It 

• I • 

ended Fridav. ! 

! 

I 

On cross-examination the witness testified: I 

1 

1 do not recall that one morning during the convention 
Mrs. Chebitlies called to us through her room i and told 
Mrs. Price and me to get nj) and asked us why we had 
staved out until 3 or 4 o'clock in the morning. II n fact, I 

never staved out until 3 o'clock. She did not call me one 

* 1 

morning when 1 had been up until that hour, to up, as 
the convention was about to meet. She did not call me to 
get up one morning, while the convention was ofi and we 
had no conversation through the doors that week, as far 
as T remember. I 

Xew officers were elected Fridav niglit before! the con- 
vent ion ended. I was not present at the election.! I don’t 
know when the picture offered in evidence was taken. "I 

know from what I heard that thev were elected oil Friday. 

1 
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I don’t know about it bein^ a fact that this picture was 
taken on the same mornini 2 : as the one vou have shown me. 

(The witness was excused and recalled.) 

Further recross-examination: 


Mrs. Price did not, out in the hall a few minutes ago, 
talk with me before I went on the stand. Slie has not talked 
with me since I came here this morning. I talked to her 
on the bencli. Il said “Hello." She has not been out in 
tlie hall to talk to me about this case. Mr. P^oirue came out 
and said “Hello." Mr. Pi'ice wiuit out and asked me if 
1 wanted to come back in tlie room. That was all that was 
said. 


I 


Thereu])on the plaintiff offered in evidence the bill of 
)articulars filed in this cause .March 12, 1926. 


Thereupon, there being no further testimony, and coun¬ 
sel having argued the cause, the Fourt charged the jury, 
to which charge there was no o]\jection or exception by 
counsel for either party. 

177 The Court charged the jury as follows: 


I will give the; case to vou in a verv few minutes, because 
thei'e is practically no law which needs to be stated to you. 
In many of the ;cas(‘s which come here there are (piestions 
of law, but I do not know of any that arises in this case, 
except what you have heard before. The burden is always 
on the ])laintiff to make out the case by a fair preponder¬ 
ance of the evidence, and of course that is true in this case. 
There are two fundamental (juestions of fact. The first is, 
whether an assault was committed upon the i)laiiitiff by the 
defendant at the time and place charged. The second is, 
what ought she to receive by way of compensation. 

What little 1 have to say to you will be to indicate to 
you what com])lete masters you are of the case. You are 

at libertv to take anv view of the evidence which vour rea- 

• • • 

son leads you to take: to give any weight, or substract 
from the weight of any witness, as your good judgment dic¬ 
tates. It should not be your aim to give a verdict that will 
not displease the plaintitf, or will not displease the defend¬ 
ant, or will not displease both of them. You are to give a 


I 
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true verdict, as you bel’cvo it to be on the evidence before 

you. I 

The first question is, then, ^vas an assault committed 
upon the plaintiff at the time and place chai\Q:cd? That 
is absolutely denied by the defendant. The burdini is upon 
the plaintiff. It is fixed liy the papers and pleadings in 
this case that the time was the convention of October 3rd, 
if it ever was committed. That the place was inj the room 
occupied by the defendant in the Drake Hotel. iThat was 
the day, beyond all doubt, fixed ])y the plaintiff iin her affi¬ 
davit to the Aliepa, and the time of day was tlieii testified 
to, during the afternoon: and that was set do\Vn in the 
pleadings in this case as the i)recise time when this thing 
happened. And the question is, at that time, aiid in that 
place, was an assault committed? In the first place, then, 
was she in his room? lie savs she was not, that he was 
not there. You have heard all the evidence on both 
178 sides upon that. Are you satisfied, by a | fair pre¬ 
ponderance of the evidence, that she did go to his 
room during that convention, at that time? If slip did not, 
of course the case falls to tlie ground, but if vou are sat- 
isfied that she did go in there, then was an assault com- 
niitted upon her? What the nature of the assault was 
would be entirelv for vou to determine, if vou find there 
was one, ni)on all the evidence; wln‘ther it was aigrievous 
assault, or a slight assault; whether no assault was com¬ 
mitted, or, if there was one, whether it was something 
grossly exaggerated in the story of the plaintiffl 1 only 
speak of that in the way of illustration, because you have 
a right to take any view of the evidence you plepse; any¬ 
thing which seems reasonable to yon, in view c^f all the 
evidence in the case. | 

Do you believe that something in the way of all assault 
then and there occurred? If so, the plaintiff is entitled to 
a verdict; but how much, is entirely for you to say. And 
how much, deiiends upon how much you believe, ifrom all 
the evidence in the case, she was actually physically in¬ 
jured, and was actually mentally humiliated, andjhow far 
she was made nervous, and suffered thereafter from. And 
vou are not confined to the testimonv of one witnejss. You 
have a right to take all tlie circumstances, and all| the evi¬ 
dence. 1 


] 

i 

i 
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It is suggested here by way of explanation of these let¬ 
ters, in wliich she wrote so cordially, as she admits, to the 
defendant, after this occurred, that that was so that she 
could get lier money from the Ahepa. If you think so, you 
have a right to reason from that as to how much slie was 
humiliated: how terriblv she mav have been outraa’ed. If 
her feelings were not injured so much but that she was 
willing to overlook it all for the sake of getting a few hun¬ 
dred dollars, you have a right to consider that. 

All these circumstances are for vou to consider, but voii 
want to render a true verdict. The burden is on the plain- 
titf to prove that an assault was committed, and it 
179 is on her to prove the extent of her damages; and 
you are not justified in going beyond anything which 
her evidence has thoroughly satisfied you, by a preponder¬ 
ance, that her damages had been. She is entitled to recover 
that by way of compensation, as much as you are entitled 
to recover the amount due on a note that has been given; 
but this matter I of punitive damages is something she has 
no right to have. Whether vou will award anvthing in 
the way of punitive damages, in addition to the compensa¬ 
tory damages, if you come to the ({uestion of damages at 
all, is })urely discretionary. This is never properly given 
exce])t in casesiof oulrage, wIkuh* i1u‘ jury feels that the 
assault was so i malicious and wrongful that an example 
ought to be made of the (hd'endant: not merely to put 
more money in the hands of the plaintiff, but to make him 
suffer, to make him behave himself in the future. 

You see how clearly the case is in your hands. I have 
no doubt all of you are com])et(‘nt to take the case, and deal 
with it intelligently. You are to take a rational view of it, 
and render a true, just verdict. 

Mr. McXeill: May 1 ask Your Honor to glance over this 
again? There is one point you did not make. 

The (’ourt (to jury): In weighing any testimony of the 
plaintiff, you are to consider all the testimony which bears 
on credibility. 

Mr. ^IcXeill: May we leave these papers with the Clerk, 
so that if the jury wants them they can examine them? 
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The Court: I hope you will not need to send pi for any 
papers, because the question arises whether you are not 
iifivin^ undue attention to one piece of pa])er; hnd if you 
can get along without any it is much better. j 

Whereupon the hearing was adjourned, and tlie jury re¬ 
tired to consider the evidence. The finding of the jury was 
in favor of the plaintiff, allowing $2,500 damages! 

I 

180 Therefore, be it remembered that upoh the trial 
of this case in Circuit Court Xo. 2, Supreiue Court of 
the District of Columbia, before ^Ir. Justice Stafford and 
a jury, testimony as narrated in this Bill of Exceptions 
was adduced, and the objections made by couiisel as set 
forth in said bill of exceptions were in fact made and ex¬ 
ceptions thereon allowed by the (!'ourt as indicated therein. 

Signed at the reciuest of the defendant nund ])ro tunc 
this 26th dav of June, 1928. ! 

WENDELL P. STAFFORD, 

IJ u slice, 

I 

Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia Supreme Court. 
No. 4811. Vasilios 1. Chebitlies, Appellant, vs. jMadeleine 
MacNamee Price. Court of Appeals, District of Columbia. 
Filed Aug. 14, 1928. Henry W. Hodges, Clerk. I 
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CF THE DISTRICT OF CCLUMB'A. 



No. 4811. 


VASII.IO.'; I. CHEBITIIKS, AI>PF.LI..VNT,| 


/’.s. 


MADELEINE MacNAMEE PRICK. 


BRIEF OF APPELLANT. 


Statement of Facts. 


This case < 2 :ro\vs out of an allejrod forcible as.jaiilt 
by the male plaintiff u])on the female (hffendant, jwith 
alleged intent to ravish, resulting in the all(‘ged inijury 
and humiliation of defendant, (’ount two of i the 
declaration (Rec.. p. 2) alleg(‘s that the assault |was 
malicious and wanton, and tliat tlu* i)laintiff fdid 

maliciously and wantonly kiss th(‘ olaintiff and! did 

• A I 

maliciously and wtintonly attempt to ravish the j)Iaihtiff’ 
and subjected her to great humiliation and indignity 
and other wrongs to the plaintiff did." I 

Damages were asked in the sum of twcnty^live 
thousand (s2o,(100.()()) dollars, under each of the three 
counts of the declaration. i 

I 

Upon motion of defendant (Rec., ]). 4) the plaiilitiff 
was recpiired to furnish a Rill of Ra.rticulars and jdid 
so. (Rec., p. 4.) i 

After trial before Mr. Justice Stafford and a jur>}', a 
verdict was rendered, awardiiig the plaintiff tweijty- 
five hundred ($2,500.00) dollars. 
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A motion for a new trial was duly submitted and 
overruled (Hee., p. o) as was defendant's motion for 
judpiient non oh.stanie veredicto (Rec., p. ()) and there- 
u])on defendant ap])ealed to this Court. 

Assignment. 

The following errors are assigned and the same 
will he argued in their order. 

/. “'riiat the Court erred in sustaining the 
ol)je(*tion of counsel for the ])laintifT to the 
following ([uestion propounded to ])laintiff, a 
witiK'ss in her own behalf: 

** *(>. Now what 1 wanted to ask you about 
was. if you were exhausted and helpless, how 
did you manage, with Mr. ('hebithes on your 
bo(iy. to juni]) across the bed?' 

II. “'I'he ('ourt erred in allowing counsel 
f<»r tlH‘ ])laiiitiff, over the obj(‘ction of counsel 
for the d(“fendant to ask of the witne.ss, Eva 
('hebithes. (piestions conc(‘rning the witness' 
recjuesting merchandise for her personal use 
to be charged to the Ahe])a account, said ques¬ 
tions being clearly prejudicial to the defendant. 

III. “'I'he ('ourt erred in permitting counsel 
for tlu‘ {)Iaintiff ovia* the objc'ction of counsel 
for the defendant, to show that the witness 

Polos had b(‘en indicted in the ('ourts of Pennsvl- 

% 

vania, on a charge of forgery, said (piestions and 
an>wers thereto adduced for the j)urpose of 
]>rejudicing the said witness and the defendant. 

/]’. “'i he Court erred in permitting the 

witness Thomas Price. ov(‘r the objection of the 
d(‘f(‘ndant. to totify that one DeMos stated 
that h(‘ had written a letter to the coumselmen 
of the Ahepa asking them for a loan and he 
did not sign any de])ositions until he had heard 
from the ofiicers, as well as in permitting the 
said \vitness Price, over the objection of counsel 
for the defendant, to testify further concerning 


the allowed conversation between the witness 
Price and the said DeMos. | 

V. “The Court erred in overruling; the Motion 
for a new trial herein filed.'' I 

I 

Assignment of Error No. 1. I 

/. “That the Court erred in sustainin|g the 
objection of counsel for the plaintiff tb the 
following (piestion i^roiKninded to ])laint|iff, a 
witness in her own behalf: j 

“' ‘(). Now what I wanted to ask you about 
was, if you were exhausted and helpless.! how 
did you nuinage, with Mr. C'hebitlies on j your 
body, to juni]) across the bed?' ." j 

The T)oint of the above Assignment of i?rroij will 
only be clear to this Court u])on a brief statcinient 

from the record in this case, mxMiminarv to the ;ibove 

* « 

(question. | 

As will a])])ear from the record (Pec.. pju 51 and o??) 
the appellee on ]''el)ruary .‘h 19‘2(), submitt('d a statepient 
to tlie Supreme Ctuincil of the fraternity of \i’hich 
appellant was ]U‘esident in which statement w.aii the 
following ])aragra])h 'I!(‘c.. p. 52): ! 


“WIhmi 1 realized th.at 1 could not get diway 
from him ami that mv stremaTn was giving! out, 
1 tlir(‘at(‘n('d to scr(‘am for lu'lp. At tljis I 
ma,nag(‘d sonu^how to wi'iggh' out of his gfas]), 
jumpc'd across the bed. 1 got o\t‘r to tlie door 
and into mv own room, where 1 fell on 7nv! bed 
exhausted and unnerved.'' I 


Peferring to the above statejnent of tin* ap])ellee, 
counsel for the aj^pellant asked Iter tlie (luestionj as¬ 
signed as error above and the Court refused to j)ej'mit 
the appellee answer. The Court u<ing tlie following 
language: | 

“ ‘Thk Covut: This aflidavit was identjfied 
yesterday by tlie witness, and I think these 
(luestions should have been asked before!. 1 
will exclude this.' " 
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'Dio follojwiii^ further colloquy occurred in point 
with assijrninent of Error Xo. 1: 

'Hv Mr. McNeill: 

% 

“(2. I notice in readinji your testimony, 
Mrs. 1 Price, vou made this statement—with 

I « 

Ids Honor's approval—don't answer this until 
opjxujtunity is <:iven to object: “I was nearly 
frantic bv that time, and I said to him. ‘If vou 
don't let me »().' "—no it is further down— 
manaiied to jxet away, and I don't know how 
1 aot away, but I was hj’htin”; frantically at 
tl (‘ time, and he released his pressure just about 
a minute and “1 jumped over the side of the 
bed and irot tlie bed l)etween us." 

“Does your Honor think that is subject to 
th(‘ same objection"? 

“ ''ruK ('oriiT: I think it is. 

“ '.Mr. McNeill: .\nd vou will allow me an 

» 

(‘XC('})tion. 


It s(‘(‘ms to counsel for the appellant that the Court 
was clearly jn error in not permittinji:. even reciuiring, 
th(' :ip])('ll(‘e to answ('r tlie (piestion ])roj)ounded to her, 
so th.at the jury would have tlie benelit of her explana¬ 
tion of her at)parently contra.dictory statement—one 


('fiVci that sh(‘ was exhaust( mI and unnerved in 


th(' arasp of the apj^ella.nt a.cross appellant^ bed and 
tl*e other tiiat she was so stnaiji; as to be able to jump 
from un(i(‘r the Ixxly of the aj)pellant and across the 
beil and return to her own nxim. 


(‘ross-examination of a witness and especially one 
so vitallv interested in tlie results of an action as this 

• i 

witness was is primarily intended to test, not only 
tlie recollection of the witness, but her credibilitv. 
(Irea.t width is .allowed for this }-)urj)ose and refusal to 
t)ermit the iiKjuiry made by the appellant's counsel 
closed the ti(X)r to a])])ellant in the argument as to the 



I 
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improbability of the explanation, if any, which might 
have been proffered by the appellee. 

‘‘A witness may be cross-examined [as to 
matters bearing on liis credil)iliTy.'’ Apel rs. 
Phoenix Insurance ('om])any. 57 Xew| York 
Appeals, Division (529, Hart rs. Atlas Kpitting 
('ompany, 77 Fed., 309, 50 Ontury pigest, 
title ‘‘Witnesses” Section 93. 

“A witness may be asked irrelevant qubstions 
with a view of oi)taining from him inconsistent 
and contradictory answers for tlic purpiose of 
impeaching or destroying his credit.” Johes rs. 
McNeill, 2 Hailey, S. (\, page 40(). | 

‘‘Cross-examination directed to testing tiie 
memorv of tlie witness, the accuracv of hi.^ tcsti- 
mony or observation . . . or the r^ason- 

al)leness of an estimate given by him is prOperly 
permitted.” 40 Cyc., i)age 490, and casesjcited. 

“The time and place of, and the circumstances 
surrounding or connected with a ti’ansactton or 
occurrence testified on direct examination of 
proper subjects of inquiry on cross-examinajtion.” 
40 ("yc., 2492, Calendonian Insurance Co]m)any 
rs. Traub, 80 Maryland, 214; Ixeynokfs rs. 
Creat Northern Railroad Comj)anv, 09 iFed., 

808. ‘ i 

I 

I 

i 

Assignment of Error No. 2. 

This Assignment of Error is based ui)on the permis¬ 
sion of the Court, granted to tlie plaintiff ovejr the 
objection of defendantks counsel, to ask Eva (’heb^thes, 
wife of the appellant, the ({uestion as to whethpr or 
not the appellant permitted the witness, his wiile, to 
buy merchandise for her personal use and charge the 
same to the account of the Ahepa Fraternity, of \i'hich 
appellant was president. 

The testimony of appellant’s wife, prior to the ques¬ 
tion referred to, liad been full and strong in his f^ivor, 
(Rec., pp. 58, 59, (K), 61, 62). She had given cl^rly 
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and positively a full narrative of events oeeurrin^ at 
tlie eonv(Mition of tlie Alie])a in tlie city of ('hieajio. 
attended l)y herself. ap])elhint and appellee and had 
fully disclosed many facts tliat were helpful to lier 
hiisha.nd. the a])])ellant. and after her testimony had 
been j)ractically concluded sla* was asked, on cross- 
examination. i>y counsel for the a])j)ellee wliether she 
iiad a<ked Mrs. hric(\ tin' ap])ellee. to ])urchase mer¬ 
chandise for her ii(»us(‘]iold and ])ei‘sonal us(' and chai*<»(‘ 
such nuu’ciiaiidi.-e to the account of sa.id fraternity, 
of whicii h('r husi^ind was t!.e pn'sident. 

The <}uestijon with, respect to Mrs. (Iiei)ithes* .-ilh'iied 
ijnpro])(‘r action as th(' wife of the a])pella.nt in pnr- 
chasinjj; personal aoods and cl :ir^ina‘ the .".aiiK' to tl e 
fraternity of wliich lie was president was intended 
for no other ])ur])ose out tt) ])r(‘judic(‘ >aid witness 
before the jury and to reflect upon lua- credibility. 
She answered the iiupiiry in the neiiativca denyin*]:; 
that she l;ad ever so us('d the account of the fraternit\’. 
for iier own us('. but tiie reflec-tion ui^on her laid jrone 
to the jury i>y reason of tiie (piestion (l\ec.. ]). bo) and 
this prejudice was reflected in the jury’s failure to 
belit‘ve said witness and her husband in their explana¬ 
tion of the events at tiie convention in ('liicaiio. 


“(’ro.'<.'^-examination may also proj)erly be di¬ 
rected toward tlirowing a liirht on the character 
and antecedents of the witness or showinji 
his bii.^iiiess. hu( cr(fs,'<-c.V(Ufiffutlion irhosc 
ohjcci /V nicrcltj to prijiuiict' l/n Jurij (uidiuM 
the U'itiusfi iriithoul bringiiuj out Ofi/jt/iifig Icgili- 
/fioidy af/cdi/Kj fas crvd tbibiij sinodd ikpI be 
pertniited, " 40 C’ye.. 24S0 and cases cited. See 

al<o 50 ('entury Digest, titleti “Witnesses'*. 
Section Ool. 

“Neither should the door be thrown open so 
wide for im])eaching evidence as to idlow (pies- 
tions to be asked upon the })reten>e that the 
object is im])eachment. when there is no rea.son- 
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able g:round to expect favorable answers | or to 
be able to prove by direct evidence that the 
unfavorable ones are false, nnd the sole tendency, 
if not tl:e purpose, is to create suspicion in 
tl:e minds of tl e jury.'' 40 (\vc., 25()^) and 
cases cited. I 

‘hV witness can not be cross-examined jas to 
collateral or irrelevant matters for the i mere 
purpose of drawing; from liijn statements kvliich 
mav be contradicted and thus discreditiiiii him. 
A witness can not. under the jiuise of discretiii”: 
iiis testimony, be cross-examined as to alleged 
fraudulent transactions of the })arty by ivhom 
he was called in which he participated, the 
transaction liavinjz: no relevancy to tlie; issue 
and tlie tendency of tlie evidence beinji tojshow 
tl at the party calling: tJie witness had attein})ted 
to cheat the adverse ])arty in anotlier {rans- 
action. Where a witness is interrog‘ate(|i for 
the purpose of ijuj^eaclunent as to a jhatter 
not relevant to the issue and not touched |on in 
the direct examination, his answer is, as a general 
rule, binding u])on the party cross-exajuining 
him and can not be contradicted." 40 Pyc., 
2569 and cases cited. I 


(dearly the (piestion asked of the witness j Kva 
Chebithes about her alleged use of tlie credit of her 
husband's fraternity to buy goods for her owij use 
was irrelevant and asked for the sole purpose of pjrejii- 
dicing the witness, the wife of the ajipellant, before 
the jury, and the result of the jury's deliberations 
clearly sustains the suggestion that tlie purposes of 
appellee were accomplished. | 


Assignment of Error No. 3. 


Assignment of Error No. 3 relates to the Court's 
permitting counsel for the appellee over objection to 
show that the witness Polos, a witness for the appellant, 
had been indicted in the courts of Pennsylvania on a 
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charjio c'f forgery. 'I'his objection was strenuously urged 
hy counsel for a])j)ellant as the (juestion seemed to be 
solely for the purpose of ])rejudicing the witness Polos 
before tlie jury, but tlie ('ourt ])ennitted said iiKpiiry, 
It is true tjuit tli(' witness P<»los made an exjdanation 
(Pec.. ]). 7S). but the (jiiestion jnust have had great 
weight as a r(dlecti<»n up(*n the credibility of the wit¬ 
ness. and. as couns('l for tlie ap])ellant believe greatly 
prejudiced apt')ellant‘s defense before the jury and 
greritly l(‘ssened tin' w(‘ight of said witness* testimony, 
as was re{i('ct(‘(i ijy \\w unfavorable verdict of tlie 
jury in the cause*. (Pec., p. 7S.) d'he colloepiy with 
resi^ect to the testimony of tiiis witness, while on cross- 
e.xamination, will ])e fotmd on ])ages 7S. 7b and SO of 
the record and tlie wlioh* collouuv relating to the al- 
legeei indiftiiuuit against th(‘ witness in the State of 
Pennsylvania is fully set out. 

('l(‘arly the action of the ('ourt in ])ermitting the 
questions in the colhujuy found on ])ages 7S. 70 and SO 
of tlie record was gross eri'or. The witness Polos had 
come from the ('ity of Ph.iladeljOiia to testify to material 
facts in Mi])])ort of aj)pcllant's defense. He had so 
testihed. 'i'he ('ourt is urged to read his testimony. 
It will be seen tliat it was categorical and in every 
sense favorable to the a])]X‘llant and ])re.sented him 
this defense in a higlily creditable way before the 
jury. Said testimony (Pec.. ]). 70) showed that the 
witness had travelled from (Chicago to Washington on 
the same trlain with a])])ellee inunediately after the 
alleged assault u])on her by apj)ellant and that ap})ellee 
conversed with witness on .<aid train on the subject 
of the ap])ellant and that a])t)ellee stated to the witness 

that she wasisorrv to leave the service of the fraternitv 

* « 

and es])ecially regretted leaving the service of the 
ai)])ellant who was “such a fine gentleman*'; that 
a]q)ellee “thought lie was one of the finest gentlemen 
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she had ever met and one of the most conscientious 
workers that the organization could ever have.” i(Rec., 
j). 7().) j 

All of the above testimonv bv the witness! Polos 
strongly supported the defense of appellant thiit the 
assault alleged to have been made by him upon appellee 
in ('hicago was never made and that the wholej story 
was a frame-up and fictitious, for the sole purppse of 
extoring money from appellant. It was of the greatest 
importance to appellant tliat the credibility of said 
witness should not be prejudiced before the jurjv' and 
therefore it was a prejudicial error in the Co^irt to 
permit apj)ellee\'< counsel to ask said witness whether 
or not he had been indicted on a forgery charge |n the 
C'ity of Philadelphia and whether or not the appellee 
had theretofore testified against him. | 

The ('oiirt had no riglit to permit (piestionsi with 
respect to a pending indictment against this witness 
for any purpose })ecause the mere impiiry hur|t the 
witness and his affirmative answer, recpiired bj\’ his 
oath, affected his credibility greatly and of necessity 
lessened the faith of the jury in him. i 

It in only fair to this Court to say, that subse^uetit 
to the trial of this cause in Pennsylvania the said witness 
Polos was tried and acquitted of the charge against him 
in the State of Pennsylvania referred to in the h'oss- 
examination above discussed. The results of this .trial 
clearly demonstrate the grievous injury to said witness’ 
credibility, before the jury, which was being ask^d to 
believe his statements, on behalf of the appellant jby a 
discloMire of a charge against him, pending but! not 
proved, from which he was thereafter vindicated. ! 

It would have been proper for the C'ourt to allow 
the appellee’s counsel to ask the witness Polos wh(^ther 
he had been convicted of forgery in the State of Pennsyl¬ 
vania if official warrant therefor existed, but jsuch 
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iiujuiry as,to a ponding; ex parte charge requires the 
corrective power of this ('ourt. 

i). (\ ('ode Section 10()7. 

See -1. R. L., To/ .6', pages IGOS, 1611. 

A nnolatioti and cases cited. 

'I'hoinpson vs. V. S., 80 I). C. App., 352. 

It is generally held that incjuiries of an accused on 
cross-extiinination as to i)rior arrests are not competent 
for the ])urp()se of affecting his credibility. 

d'he fact that a defendant may have been previously 
arrested, or pn'vioiisly charged by someone with having 
committed some other offense, had no tendencv to dis- 
credit his testimony, Pe()])Ie vs. Hamblin (1885), ()8 
('al., 101, S Pac., ()S7. 

In Toolifson vs. People (1910), 49 Colo., 219, 112 
Pac., 794, the court said: “As a general rule, for the 
purpose of affecting credibility of a witness, it is not 
])ro])er to ask the witness, on cross-examination if he 
has been arn‘>ted . . . prior to conviction for 

an offense .... The same rule applies to a 
defendant himself.” 

In People vs. Newman (1913), 201 Ill., 12, 103 N. E., 
589, where it aj)peared that one of the defendants, 
after testifving his his own behalf, was asked on cross- 
examination, “Were you ever arrested before?” and he 
answered “Yes,” this was held error, the court sa>dng: 
“A witness can not be impeached by showing that he 
has been arrested, or that he has been charged with 
crime.” 

An unlimited additional number of cases could be 
cited. 


Assignment of Error No. 4. 

Appellant makes no argument in support of Assign¬ 
ment No. 4 and submits the record, pages 129, 130, 131 
and 132. 
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Assignment of Error No. 5. 

In due course, after the jury’s verdict had | been 
rendered, a Motion for a new trial was subnjiitted 
and argued before the Trial Justice and said iN^otion 
denied, u])on wliich action of the C’ourt Mrror o is 
predicated. 

In order that this C’ourt may understand whiether 
or not there is merit in this Assignment of hirror it 
will be necessary to consider it in conne(*ti('n i with 
the rulings of tiie trial justice in the adjuissioiij and 
exclusion of testimony and then to further coiisider 

wliether or not, on all the evidence introduced, there 

1 

was sufficient evidence supporting the allegatioi^s of 
the Declaration to iustifv a finding bv the iuiv in 
favor of the plaintilT. 

In presenting tlie Motion for a new trial ap]K^llaiit 
earnestly insisted that the evidence of th.e j)lafntifT 
below was so contradictory and imj)robable and shpwcd 
such a mercenary s])irit and was so incredii)le aoild so 
lacking support and so abundantly contradicted l|v so 
large a numl)er of res})onsible witnesses tliat the jjury 
should not have found the verdict and that the! evi¬ 
dence upon which it was found was not of sufficient 
weight to justify the trial justice in allowing the verdict 
to stand. j 

C.’ounsel preparing this brief call this C'ourt's attei^tion 
to the fact that the total printed record contaiiiis a 
summary of all the evidence (Record, pages 10 to ITS) 

I 

and counsel believe a close e.xamination of this re(*ord 
bv this Court will convince the Court that, even taking* 
as true the te.stimony of the plaintiff and her Sup¬ 
porting witnesses, that the same was so contradictpry, 
so incredible, and improbable that the verdict should 
have been set aside and a new trial granted. Taking 
into consideration the large number of witnesses who 
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catejjorically contradicted the plaintiff and her hus¬ 
band, wliose testimony made up the almost entire case 
of the ])laintifT. it is submitted tiiat beyond question 
a new trial should have been jiranted. 

The utter imj)robal)ility of tlie truth of plaintiff's 
charjies against the defendant are disclosed by the 
followinir facts: 

After the allei»:ed assault l)y a])pellant upon appellee 
in (diicai^Oi and within just a few davs thereafter and 
after her return to Washinjiton from the Chicago 
convent ion, where tlie assault is alleged to have occurred, 
appellee wrot(‘ to the a])pellant letters from which 
the following is (juoteci (Hec.. p. 23): 

“My Dkah Mk. ('HKnri'HKs: 

“It seems just awful to leave here without 
saving good-bve to vou. I surelv wish vou 
had ireturned before my dej)arture, or that I 
were al)le to remain longer, but 1 tnust go tonight 
because I have j)romised honor bright to do so. 

\\*ill vou let jn(‘ sav from the verv innerm.ost 

« % 

recesses of my heart that tlie ])ast year luis 
l>een one of tlie haj)piest in my life. You, Mr. 
C’hebithe>, were kindness itself to me, and 
never shall I forget you. Though I can not 
be iiere j)ersonally, ofttimes 1 shall visit the 
head(juarters in spiritum." 


“Mv 1)i:ak Mk. (': 


()ctol)er 20, 1925. 


“Mow are you and the headcpiarters? Co 

I miss all of vou? Well, if onlv I could tell 

% % 

you adecpiately liow much I really do wish it 
were })o<sible to continue with the work which 
you and I accomplished despite every con¬ 
ceivable handicap, and then would you know 
how 1 miss it. 

“Have visited John Demas’ restaurant fre- 
(juently. Mr. Price knew Brother Demas by 
the time 1 arrived here, and presented him to 
me. He and I have talked Ahe})a and I have 
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been enthin^iastic over you/' (DCote: 

double underscore on ori«:inal) “that all the 
brothers want another visit from you, hnd I 
want you to attend this meeting. 1 didn’t 
lose much time, did I?” (Rec., pp. 23 tb 24) 


. . . “If you wish me to help every\yhere 

I can with the Jacksonville chapter I j shall 
gladly do it. After the meeting tonigiht I 
shall know more and can be guided accordingly. 
“I wonder when you write Brother D^mas, 

would vou care to mention wli.-it I have idone 

% 

at head(iuarters, in order that he may ihave 
more information and feel jnore inclined to 
double his interest to ])romote the chapter. 
I feel certain that if you write him often.!, just 
a note is necessary, so lie will know Ids original 
work has not been forgotten, that he can do an 
immense lot of good here. i 

“Mr. Price has lauded you sky-high, | too, 
for the way you labored, and sang your praises 
until both of us have gotten Jolin (Demas) t^ the 
point that he is kicking himself for not goiilg to 
('hicago and insisting on a term of two or t|hree 
vears at th.e verv least. Well, vou mav get life 
if your ne.xt report sliows the results of ]92-f-2o. 
Here’s iioi)es for it. ; 

“I^est of wishes to Mrs. (/iie})ithes and Miss 
O’Learv. “Sincerelv, I 

“Miss Mac. 

“'>22 Hogan St., Jacksonville, Florida'/’ 
(Rec.. p]). 24 and 25) ... I 

I ^ 

.“'riie letter ol November 4, 1925, jwas 
read to the jurv as follows: 

“Mh. ‘ 

“Have you completely forgotten Miss Mac 
so (juickly? Of course 1 do not think so. Please 
try to })ring me back in I’eliruary to re}K)rt jthe 
Supreme ('ouncil meeting. You know”—ijour 
lines underscored —“I can do it. and I W(iuld 
be so happy to see you all again. | 

“Always, I 

(Rec., p. 26.) “Miss Mac.}’ 
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Is it not iiHTodihlo to holicvo that the appellee in 
this cr'.nse had been viciousU*. hnituallv and criniinallv 
assault(‘d in ('hicairo by the man to wliom the above 
letters were written almost imitiediately followin<>: said 
alleired a>sault? 

'riie record further shows on the testijnony of witnesses 
Polos and ('oroneus that on returnimi from ('hicajjo 
to Wasldnaton the ap])ellee “pradsed to the sky*' the 
apiH'llant as a. ircmthunan in all of his relations with her 
and a iitan. entithal to lier hiii:h.est res])e(*t and to the 
hiirlH'st r(‘s])n(U of all that knew 1dm. :Hec.. p. 77.) 

Is it n(»T incH'dible th.at the a])pellee could have 
b(M'n assaulted in the \ icious ma.nner cladmed and (Ui 
the very followinir niaiit iia.ve 'tmide tht'se statements 
to lli(' witness(*s }N)los and ('oroiteus? 

'rh(' court will lind. runidnii: through th(* testimony of 
a{)pellant and appellee that after api'jellee married 
'l'homa< ih’ice and after she wa< delayed in .irettin<i 
payment of -onu' i>ack sahiry that her tnercenary 
a.ttitud(‘ toward a.])])ellani a])peared and that she 

was coji>tantlv ad\i>ina: witii her husbamd d'ho-uas 

• ^ 

lh-ic(^ for th.e mir?)os(‘ t'f institutinir a.n action a.i^ainst 

• » • * 

ap})elianl for >onH' aih'yaai a>-ault and it is submitted 
tlial it Uiay fairly be inferivai that i!ii> suit was i*rou,ii'ht 
by an a.i:'r«*em('nt luawt^en appellei' and her hu<i)and, 
wiiliout m('ritorious rfai-oU' therebu*. and tluit tli(‘ 
<'\*id(‘nc(‘ t}.er(‘aft('r in support of tiit' suit was manu¬ 
factured from incid(‘nts. in thems('Ives innocent, but 
widt-h lent tlaanseb/t's to tlu' purpost' of appellee'. 

rpon t!.(' exandnation of t!i(‘ whole reconl a])})(dlant 
earnestly >ubndt- to the ('ourt that Ids motion for a 
new trial slayald ia-ive i)een irranted and tliat this ('ourt 
sliould ream.and this cause for such new trial because of 
eaadi and all of the errors lierewith })resented. 


SOTKItlOS NK'HOI.SOX, 
HOBKin* II. MesXKILL. 
JOHX W. .MAIIKR. 

Atlonieya for A ppellanL 
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IN THE 


Court of ^pealsi,^totnct of Columfita 


No. 4811. 


Vasilios I. Chebithes, Appellant, 

vs, 

Madeleine MacNamee Price. 


BRIEF OF APPELLEE. 


Assignment of Error No. 1. | 

This question was asked after the close of the plain¬ 
tiff’s case and after the witness had been recalled to 
the stand by the defendant for ^‘one or two questions.” 
(R. p. 50.) The grounds for the objection were sthted 
to the trial court, (R. p. 52), one of which being that 
the question misrecited what the plaintiff had written 
in the affidavit. Another ground was that the affic^avit 
to which the inquiry was directed had been offered in 
evidence by the defendant (R. pp. 34, 35), and helhad 
had full opportunity to examine the plaintiff aboikt it 
and had in fact done so. Even had the question ij^een 
properly framed, it was discretionary with the trial 
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court how far it should permit the defendant to extend 
the examination after he had recalled the witness for 
only one or two further questions. Faust v. United 
States, 163 U. S., 452, 5. 

No exception was requested or noted to the action of 
the court in sustaining the objection to this question. 
Exception was taken only to the colloquy that followed, 
which is not assigned as error. Exceptions must be 
distinct and specific. Budd vs. United States, 48 App. 
D. C. 332, 334. 

Assignment of Error No. 2. 

The statement of the appellant in paragraph one 
under this assignment is somewhat inaccurate in that 
he says that the questions complained of were directed 
to showing that the appellant permitted the witness, his 
wife, to buy merchandise for her personal use and 
causing the same to be charged to the Ahepa. 

The witness, Mrs. Chebithes, had been called by the 
defendant and testified on direct examination that 
from the time she first met Mrs. Price, the plaintiff, 
until the convention at Chicago, her relations with the 
plaintiff were most cordial. (R. p. 58) 

It was to meet this testimony and also to show her 
enmity to the plaintiff that on cross-examination (R. 
p. 63), she was asked if she had not requested the 
plaintiff to have things for her personal use charged 
to the Ahepa account and that the plaintiff had refused. 

As stated in the case of Hoagland vs. Canfield, 160 
Fed. 146, 171, 

Acts and declarations of the witness tending to 
show hostility may be inquired into on the cross- 
examination of a witness, and, if denied, he may 
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be contradicted by other witnesses. Evidence as 
to bias, etc., is not collateral.’’ 

I 

I 

This line of cross-examination was undoubtedly 
proper but even were it erroneous, the answers', being 
in the negative, the appellant was not and couM not 
have been prejudiced thereby. | 

Assignment of Error No. 3. | 

j 

This assignment charges that the Court erred ^n per¬ 
mitting the plaintiff to show that the witness, CoroneoSy 
had been indicted. (R. p. 7.) Counsel agree that the 
questions complained of and intended to be eml|)raced 
in this assignment were asked of the witness. Polos, 
and not Coroneos. (R. p. 78.) It is undoubtedly the 
general rule that anything tending to show bias or 
prejudice on the part of a witness, or anything jwhich 
shows his friendship or enmity to either of the parties 
is a proper subject of inquiry. 3 Encyc. of Evid., 
850. Polos had testified on his direct examination 

I 

favorably to the defendant on matters in issuq. To 
show his feeling toward the parties, he was asied on 
cross-examination and testified over the objectiojn and 
exception of the defendant that before the trial of the 
present cause, he last saw the plaintiff, Mrs. Price, in 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, at the City Hall; that she 
was there as a witness in a case charging him with 
forgery brought by the State of Pennsylvania against 
him, and testified by deposition against him; that he 
expected the defendant, Mr. Chebithes, to be a witness 
on his behalf in that case. This was manifestly proper. 
The Court nevertheless, unsolicited, interrupted the 
examination (R. p. 78), to say to the jury that this 
line of examination related only to the question of 
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whether the \Wtness had a hostility towards the 
plaintiff. 


Assignment of Error No. 4. 

This assignment is so devoid of merit that a reading 
of the record at the pages suggested will readily 
demonstrate the absence of error. 

Assignment of Error No. 5. 

The verdict of the jury was just and amply sup¬ 
ported by the testimony and no grounds appear in the 
record or are stated in the appellant’s brief which 
would have, justified the court in the exercise of its 
sound judicial discretion in granting a new trial. 

We respectfully submit that no error was committed 
by the trial, court and that the judgment should be 
affirmed. 

WiLTOx J. Lambert, 

Alfred M. Schwartz, 
Attorneys for Appellee. 




